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NEW OPPORTUNITIES IN THE FIGHT
FOR PEACE AND DEMOCRACY
By Andrew Stevens
Our central objective is to make a full assessment of the
new situation which is rapidly emerging on a world scale
and within our country, to establish clearly the new possibilities which are coming into existence in every field of activity,
and to insure the adequate deployment of our Party's policies
and forces so as to convert these new possibilities into reality.
What is new in the present situation?
1. The new Soviet peace initiatives, unfolded against the
background of the most acute crisis of American foreign
policy, have made imminent the conclusion of a ceasdire
in Korea, have weakened the present anti-Soviet war alliance,
and have created new possibilities for easing the danger of
war against the Soviet Union.
2. This new situation enhances the possibility of broadening the struggle against McCarthyism, which is part and
parcel of American imperialism's war drive, merging that
struggle with the fight for peace, and definitely checking
the destruction of the democratic freedoms of the American
people. To the degree that this can be realized, the possibility
will be created for defeating all attempts to outlaw the Communist Party, for checking the onslaught against it, and for
increasing the soope of its public activity.
8. As a consequence of this new situation, there is beginning to take place a process of the unfreezing of all political
relationships which were established in the erpectation of
the 'inevitability" of war against the Soviet Union. This $s
true, in the first instance of the trade unions, where the
possibility exists to bring about a weakening of their "national
unity" around the war program-to stimulate a new surge
of militancy which will facilitate a better defense of the workers' standards, a greater unity of action, a gradually diminishing atmosphere of internal warfare, a new step forward in
the direction of independent politid action in the 1954
elections, and important beginnings in the proms of building a coalition of popular forces under the conscious initiative
of orglabor.
4. This carrim with it the penpective of forging a greater

unity of the Negro people and the inueasing participation
of the Negro people's movement in the popular coalition.
Conversely, it implies the possibility of creating greater consciousness in the ranks of labor and the white progressive
mssrer of the decisive importance of the Negro people as an
ally in the struggle. Wrewise, espedally in view of the rapid
emergence of crisis factors in the countryside, the possibility
is enhanced of strengthening the class alliance of the labor
movement, poor and middle farmers and agricultural w o r k .
5. FinalIy, as a result of the totality of these factors,
large-scale possibilities emerge for the Party to break out of
its present isolation, to establish a new relationship with the
working class and the popular movement, and to incfease
its public activity.
In emphasizing to the Party these new possibilities, we do
not minimize the great dangers of war and fascism which
confront labor and the people. The magnitude and seriousness
of these dangers as well as the potential for defeating them
were correctly estimated in the National Committee Resolution on the results of the presidential elections. It is precisely
because the masses now recognize these dangers to a greater
extent than previously that their struggles have acquired a
new breadth, vigor and momentum, that new possibilities
have been created for blocking these dangers. For so long
as these dangers were not grasped by the masses there was
no possibility of a reaction adequate to the needs of the
moment. Even so, however, we cannot say that the masses
fully comprehend the extremely dangerous course upon which
out country has been set by the monopolists. Hence, it is incumbent on the Party to intensdy its activity in signalizing
the dangers which confront the nation.
But these dangers are quite fully grasped by our Party.
What is above all needed in the ranks of the Party is a
cansciousness of the new possibilities which are emerging for
it to rally the masses and lead them in successful struggle for
peace, democracy and the protection of their economic needs.
And what must be emphasized is the fad that there are only
the beginnings of a new situation. These beginnings will not
automatically transform the political picture; what is required is the most stubborn, skillful and broad struggle to
transform the p a t i a b of a new situation into reality.
4
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I. THE FIGHT FOR PEACE
The imminent possibility of a cease-fire in Korea has been
hailed with joy by the people of our country and the world.
Only in the camp of the imperialists is there gloom and
despondency. For a cease-fire in Korea would be a tremendous
v i c e for the American people and the world peace camp. It
would bring an end to the fighting in the most unpopular and
criminal war that our country has ever engagedp& More than that, it symbolizes the new possibilities that
are emerging for easing the danger of an anti-soviet war by
forcing the Eisenhower Administration to negotiate the main
differences between East and West. For if American imperialism can be forced against its will to negotiate the issues in
Korea in the midst of a shooting war, then the common sense
of the world rebels against the idea that other issues cannot
be resolved by negotiations before any shooting starts.
That is why the White House-Pentagon cabal engineered
the eleventh hour sabotage of a cease-fire by the Syngman
Rhee clique. It is desperately anxious to prevent a cease-fire
from being consummated in Korea. But faced with the demands
for peace at home as well as abroad, it is attempting to
sabotage a cease-fire without taking direct responsibility upon
itself for so doing.
The actual materialization of the possibilities now emerging would completely transform the international and domestic
situation. For the danger of an anti-Soviet war has dominated
the world and national picture since the spring of 1947. The
key to everything, therefore, is a clear recognition that these
possibilities now exist and are the outcome of changes that
have taken place in the last six years on a world scale and
within our own country.
What factors &e responsible for generating these new possibilities?
1. The all-round strengthening, consolidation, unification
and intensified struggles for peace by the world peace camp
at the head of which stands the great Soviet Union and
which includes People's China, the People's Democracies of
Eastern Europe and North Korea, the colonial liberation move5

of Asia and Africa, the anti-impdalist movements of
Latin-America, the nations1 independence movements of the
peoples of Western Europe and the rising peace movement of
the American people.
That this strengthening of the world peace camp is taking
place is amply attested to, among other things, by the following well known facts: the tremendous economic and social
advance of the Soviet Union, which is now preparing the
conditions for making the transition from Socialism to Communism; the political consolidation of the rule of the People's
Government in China and its unparalleled successes in the
reconstruction of its economy; the economic advances of the
People's Democracies in Eastern Europe where the Wall Street
Nth columnists, diversionary spy rings and provocateurs of
civil war are being exposed and smashed; the military successes of the colonial liberation movements in Indo-China
and Malaya and the turbulent spread of the colonial liberation
movement to Africa; the results of the recent Italian and
French elections which constitute a stunning defeat for American imperialism and their satellite governments in these
countries,
In our own country, there is unmistakable evidence of a
broad expansion in the popular sentiment and struggle for
peace. In the seven months since the elections the following
can be noted: the deluge of mail to the White House insisting
that Eisenhower fulfill his implied commitment to end the
war in Korea; the universal and spontaneous outcry against
the threat made by Eisenhower in his Inaugural Address to
spread the war to the China mainland; the instantaneous rebuff
given by the masses to the Administration trial balloon for
a blockade of China; the enthusiastic response to Soviet
Premier Malenkov's declaration that there are no differences
between the Soviet Union and the United States that cannot be settled peacefully; the wide popular support for Prime
Minister Churchill's proposal for a Big Power meeting; the
n~ountingdemands for a-reduction in the war budget &d the
taxes arising from it; the new intensity of the public debate
wer the necessity for replacing the war economy with plans
b jobs in a peace-time economy; the tendency for the strugmenb
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gle against McCarthyism to merge with the fight for pecrce.
Indicative of the new features of this growth in the peace
sentiment of the masses is the fact that, for the fist time, the
peace desire of the mass of workers is beginning to break
through the rigid controls of the labor bureaucracy and
fmd public channels of expression in important sectors of the
trade-union movement even though the main sections of the
labor movement have not yet been won for the fight for peace.
2. The serious weakening of the present anti-Soviet war
dlianoe as a result of the extreme sharpening of all interimperialist contradictions.
This is particularly to be seen in the aggravated state of
relations between American and British imperialism. There
is hardly a single question of major international importance
which has not brought to the forefront in the recent period
the clash of imperialist interests between the monopolists
of Wall Street and the bankers of London City-the formation
of a European Army, Korean cease-fire, East-West trade,
recognition of China and her admission into the U.N. control
of the dependent countries of the Near and Middle East,
Big Power negotiations, etc. Nor .are these contradictions
limited to those between American and British imperialism.
The French imperialists are openly at loggerheads with American imperialism on various aspects of the German question,
on the issue of Tunisia, etc. Rsviving Japanese imperialism
is in open collision with Wall Street's attempt to prohibit
their trading with China, the traditional mass foreign market
for Japanese industry.
All of which brilliantly confirms the analysis made by Stalin
in his epochal work Economic ProbZem of S o d d h in the
U.S.S.R.:
Outwardly, everything would seem to be 'going well':
the U.S.A. has put Western Europe, Japan and other
capitalist countries on rations; Germany ( Western),
Britain, France, Italy and Japan have fallen into the
clutches of the U.S.A. and are meekly obeying its commands. But it would be a mistake to think that things
can continue to "go well" for "all eternity," that these
countries will tolerate the domination and oppression

of the United States endlessly, that they will not endeavor to tear loose from American bondage and take
the path of independent development.

What we are witness to in the current sharpening of interimpexidist contradictions is precisely this effort by various
imperialist countries to ''tear loose from American bondage
and take the path of independent development." It goes without saying that this aspect of the relations between the imperialist powers will become increasingly dominant and lead
to still further deterioration and disintegration of the present
anti-Soviet war alliance.
3. The defeat for American imperialism in Korea brings
to a head a whole chain of defeats for its foreign policy of aggression and war preparations. These include among other
things the following: outright rejection by the governments
of Western Europe, under pressure of their peoples, of the
arms economy levels set by Wall Street; complete failure and
abandonment of the original objectives set by N.A.T.O. despite
Dulles' notorious "get tough with our allies" European tour;
failure to incorporate a West German Army into the European
Army and as a result of this the enforced flight of American
imperialism from the "target date" of 1954. The results of the
F'rench and Italian elections point up the failure of American'
imperialism's efforts to smash the aspirations of the peoples
of Western Europe for peace and national independence
through the imposition of govenunents resting upon American
dollars and bayonets. A similar fate has befallen the efforts of
American imperialism to place an embargo on trade between
West and East Europe. And as a direct consequence of the
cease-fire in Korea, Wall Street is now confronted with the
prospect of being defeated in its fight to maintain the exclusion of People's China from the United Nations. This succession of major defeats for the foreign policy of American imperialism has thrown that policy into an acute crisis of the
most profound dimensions.
4. It is in the light of these developments, as is made
clear by Comrade Foster in his article, "Fighting War With
Peace and Democracy)" in Puliticol Afafrs, June,1953, that
8

we must evaluate the new sowet peace initiatives which have
been continuously and rapidly unfolded in every sphere of
international relations. It would be a serious error to see in
this Soviet peace initiative only a continuation of what the
Soviet Union has been doing ever since the cold war was
inaugurated by American imperialism. Of course, the Soviet
Union has constantly taken the initiative for peace, for a
peaceful settlement of all outstanding issues. In this general
sense the present Soviet peace initiative is a continuation
of its basic policy. But we must grasp what is qualitatively
new in the current Soviet peace initiative. Formerly, because
of the objective situation, the Soviet struggle for peace was
mainly directed to, and could under the circumstances be,
directed to blocking and retarding American imperialism's
drive to war. And, needless to say, it succeeded in this. In
view of the new features of the international situation the
Soviet Union's peace initiative has a qualitatively new content.
It is aimed, as pointed out by Comrade Foster, at undermining the present anti-Soviet war alliance and thus easing
the danger of an antidoviet war.
Further, the current Soviet peace initiative is not limited
to its foreign policy proposals. A very important aspect of
the present stage of the Soviet Uniods fight against the war
danger consists, as-Comrade Foster has pointed out, in fighting war with peace and democracy. The Soviet Union, which
is fundamentally the most democratic country in the world
because it is a socialist democracy, was compelled during
World War I1 and the ensuing period of the cold war, to
institute many disciplines as a matter of sheer self-preservation. Today, because of its vastly strengthened position, both
internally and on a world scale, the Soviet government finds
it possible to relax many of these disciplines. This it is doing
consciously and deliberately as the events of the past number
of months have shown. A most important result of this policy
is its efCect in undermining the Big Lie that the Soviet Union
is a "totalitariann state organized for war, a lie which the
imperialists lean on heavily in attempting to prepare the public mind for their planned war against the Soviet Union.
Hence, the continuous expansion of democracy in the Soviet
'
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Union is not only an internal question. It is very definitely part
of the Soviet Union's fight for peace.
Tha foregoing are the main elements in the world situation
cm which we b w our judgment that important new possibilities are emaging to ease the danger of an anti-Soviet war
grid to compel American imperialism to negotiate the main
differences between East and West.

Only

Moss Struggle Will Ensure Negotbtions

In making this judgment we emphasize two things. First,
that this possibility implies a rc~hoholeperiod of struggle for itu
realization. We have entered into a period which is characterized by this possibility, a period which may have many zigzags, many ups and downs, many unexpected negative turns
of events. The most serious mistake we could make would
be to oversimplfy our estimate as though the cold war could
be ended by a single act at a single moment of time. Such
an over-simplification would imply that we had underestimated the ability of American imperialism to maneuvre in
order to frustrate the wishes of the American people and
the peace-loving masses of the world. And secondly, we
emphasize the fact that this possibility implies a whole period
of struggle for its realization. If previously the main danger
we had to contend with was the influence of the theory of
inevitability of a new world war, then as we enter into the
poriod marked by these new possibilities, the danger will
increasingly become a tendency to feel that ''peace is in the
bag," that the war danger has disappeared altogether-a
failure to understand that possibilities can be transformed
into living reality only in the process of the sharpest struggle
against the war policies and war orientation of the Eisenhower
Administration.
American imperialism through the Big Business Eisenhower
Administration, is working with might and main to frustrate
any such possibility, to maintain and heat up the cold war,
to press forward with all its preparations for an anti-Soviet
war. In view of the international situation, and the mood and
temper of the American people, it is compelled to do so in
new ways. But new ways or not, that is what it is doing. It
10

m
would be the most criminal opportunist
any illusion that the leopard has changed its spots, thst
American imperialism has abandoned its central goal of
world domination and the perspective of an anti-Soviet war,
that it bas reconciled itself to living at peace with the Sodalist
world, that it is prepared to negotiat-cefully
its differences
with the Soviet Union.
The extreme lengths to which American imperialism will
go in its desperate effort to press forward its c e n w objective
of an anti-Soviet war were vividly demonstrated by the events
wvbich transpired in Korea and in the eastern zone of Germany some weeks ago. In Korea, American imperialism connived with the Syngman Rhee government to carry through
3 last minute provocation in connection with the release of
North Korean war prisoners on the very eve of the conclusion
of the armistice. That this provocation did not succeed is
due only to the firmness of the Chinese and North Korean
peoples' forces which refused to permit any diversion from
their central objective of concluding a cease-fire. Likewise
with the events in the German Democratic Republic.
Confronted with an overwhelming, world-wide response to
the Soviet Union's peace initiative, with the development of
unprecedented support to Churchill's proposal for a Big Power
Conference, and the prospect that a cease-fire in Korea would
bring about an enormous lessening of world tensions, American imperialism undertook to organize a putsch in Berlin in
the hope that it would develop into civil war in the heart
of Europe. Taking advantage of certain dissatisfactions which
had accumulated among sections of the workers in Eastern
G a n y as a result of mistakes committed by the Socialist
Unity Party of Germany over the past year, American imperialism put into operation its carefully prepared plans to
foment civil war by unleashing its Project X agents to riot,
sabotage, burn and pillage. The main immediate objective
of this plot was to cancel out the world-wide effect of the
Soviet Lmioon's peace initiatives by restoring an atmosphere
of tension in the heart of Europe.
We must soberly anticipate that American imperialism
will undertake even further and still more desperate measures

11
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in its frantic effort to cancel out the impact of the Soviet
Union's peace initiative and to block any progress toward
peaceful negotiations. For the basic orientation of American
imperialism remains the same-world domination achieved
by war against the Soviet Union. Only the mass struggle of the
people can force the Eimhower Administration to negotiate
with the Soviet Union; it will never do so voluntarily through
a self-imposed change of course.
The exposure of Beria as an agent of world imperialism is
directly connected with the present counter-offensive of
American imperialism against the Soviet Union's peace initiatives. That Beria selected this moment to lift the mantle of
his deception and come forward with such impudence that
he could be seen in his true colors as an enemy of the Soviet
people can be understood only in relation to the desperation
with which American imperialism is compelled to utilize all
its reserves to reverse the trend of world sentiment for peaceful negotiation. By unmasking Beria, the Communist Party
of the Soviet Union made a profound contribution to the
cause of world peace. It has enormously strengthened itself
by cutting out an alien and malignant growth which so long
as it festered undetected menaced the whole camp of peace
and democracy.
We should not underestimate the possible effect of the
East Berlin and Beria developments, as they are distorted
by the imperialists, upon the movement for peaceful negotiations. For the imperialists are falsely portraying these events
as "signs of weakness" in the peace camp, and hence, as
arguments against the necessity for negotiating with the Soviet Union and for continuing and further developing the
Dulles policy of 'liberation"-a policy of provoking civil war in
the Soviet Union and the People's Democracies. That is why
we must ceaselessly explain the real meaning of these and
similar events which may transpire in the future. It will be
all the easier for us to do so because, in reality, these alleged
"signs of weakness," the unmasking of traitors as in the case of
Beria, and the correction of weaknesses and mistakes, as in
the case of East Germany, are strengthening the Soviet Union
and the People's Democracies by eliminating whatever centers
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of internal disruption American imp*
counts on to
carry out its nefarious designs. But the point is that we must
explain these to the masses and not rely on false hopes that
events will automatically, without struggle, bring about the
peaceful negotiation of East-West differences.
Monopoly capital remains basically united behind its main
over-all objectives. Bi-partisan support for the foreign policy
of American imperialism continues to prevail in the ranks of
the Democratic Party top leadership as well as in Congress.
Witness the public support by Stevenson for Eisenhower's
policies at every leg of his world-wide whistle-stop tour; the
unsolicited advice of ex-President Truman to get behind the
President; the unquestioning support of the State Department
by the Congressional spokesman for the Democratic Party;
and finally, the almost incredible spectacle of the Democratic
Party opposing, "from the right," Eisenhower's reduction of
air force expenditures on the grounds, no less, that Eisenhower was "weakening the country's military forces."
It would be a mistake, however, to assume that full harmony
prevails in the camp of monopoly. The acuteness of the crisis
in American foreign policy is accentuating the differences and
rifts among the monopolists and beginning to strain the
fabric of "national unity" from the top. The main issues
around which these Merences are developing were clearly
outlined in the Resolution of the National Committee on the
results of the presidential elections (Politlwl Affairs, July,
1953).
During the recent period, the diEerences have been manifested with increasing frequency and growing force on a
whole host of specific question: to conclude a cease-fire, or
"go-it-alone" attitude to the U.N. as symbolized in the debate over the Bricker Constitutional amendment; maintenance
or relaxation of the embargo on East-West trade; continuance
or elimination of the "foreign aid" program; tar and budgetary
policy in relation to the arms program, etc.

The Eisenhower Administration and McCarthy
.L

The most dramatic and widely popularized ditferences in
1s

.

the field of foreign policy have been those between the Eisenhow- ~dmid&ation &d McCarthy. Recall, for example, the
fantastic &air of McCarthyPsprivate negotiations with the
Greek shipowners, the struggle by McCarthy against oo-tion of Bohlen, the "go it alone," @shootthe accursed British
ships speech of McCarthy in the Senate, the struggle by Me
Carthy against reliance on the U.N. as an instrument of
American policy, etc.
It is important to establish full clarity on the significance of
these differences. Social-Democracy is attempting to picture
them as a basic struggle between the "McCarthy isolationistsm
and the "Eisenhower bi-partisan internationalists." On this
basis Adolph Berle and Dubinsky converted the platform of
the recent I.L.G.W.U.
convention into a forum for mobilization of support to Eisenhower as against McCarthy. But this
is a most dangerous and conscious deception of the masses.
Both Eisenhower and McCarthy are united on the main
direction and general objectives of imperialist foreign policy.
Within the framework of this basic and underlying agreement,
difierences have developed and will continue to erupt on
specific questions relating to the tactics involved in the
execution of this general policy, the tempo with which this
policy is unfolded, etc. These differences,are an expression of
the s p d c role which is being played at this moment by the
Eisenhower Administration on the one hand, and the M e
Carthy forces on the other. The Eisenhower Administration
expresses and carries out the policy of the dominant circles
of monopoly capital in the United States. As such, it is compelled to reckon with and take into account the existing relation of forces within the imperialist camp and within the
United States. McCarthy's role, as a spokesman for the most
rabid warmongers is to attempt to change the existing relation
of forces within the country by creating a mass fascist base of
support for more extreme measures.
In this situation, we must at all times keep firmly in mind
our central task, to rally the masses in struggle against the
war policy of the Eisenhower Administration, which is the
policy that is actually being carried out by American imperial- ism. In the course of doing so, we must seize every occasion
14
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to single out for sharpest h e on one or another issue, tbe
most rabid, open and exposed warmongers in and around
the Eisenhower Administration: McCarthy, Dulles, M a e
Arthur, etc.
It follows from this that we cannot be passive in the face of
differences between Eisenhower and McCarthy simply because both are united in support of a common over-all imperialist war policy. But such passivity has been manifested
on important occasions in the past. We must mobilize the
masses to intervene actively and aggressively on all such
questions on the basis of an independent peace policy, which,
by directing the sharpest fire around a given issue against
McCarthy, brings the masses objectively into collision with
the basic policy of the Eisenhower Administration as a whole.
Our failure to do this vigorously in the past is an expression
of sectarian inability to develop the fight for peace by taking
the present level of understanding of the masses as our starting point. At the same time, we must fight strenuously against
any tendencies for such intervention in these di£Eerences to
take on the aspect of "support for Eisenhower against McCarthy." Such tendencies have also revealed themselves on
important questions in the past and reflect an opportunist
pressure to abandon our principled position in the name of
being with the masses in the struggle against McCarthyism.

The Trade Unions and the Peace Struggle
In the fight to realize the new possibilties which have been
created for easing the danger of an anti-Soviet war, the role
which must be played by the working class is, of m e , decisive. On the one hand, these new possibilities have profoundly afEected the mood and activities of the working class.
On the other hand, the development of these new moods in
the ranks of the working class gives added political substance
to the new possibilities which are unfolding in the fight for
peace.
There is a rapidly changing situation in the t r a d e d m
movement in the fight for peace. Whereas, in the past, only
the progressieve-led unions spoke up for peace and cham-
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pioned the cause of peaceful negotiations between the United
States and the Soviet Union, now the peace sentiment of the
mass of the workers in the Right-led unions is also asserting
itself and finding its reflection in the official policies of certain
of these unions. This development, of course, is not a completely new one. Even prior to the Republican victory in
November of last year, the leadership of the Hotel and
Restaurant Workers and the Meat Cutters and Butchers of the
A. F. of L., as well as the Packinghouse Workers and the
Amalgamated Clothing Workers of the C.I.O., announced
their support to the proposition that the sodalist and capitalist
worlds could co-exist peacefully and called for the settlement
of East-West differences by peaceful negotiations. Since then
the Railroad unions as well as the Miners Union, through their
union publications, declared their forceful opposition to any ,
spread of the war in the Far East. Even more sigdcant was ;i
the action of the U.A.W. Convention which adopted a statement on foreign policy, which, while still liberally studded
with the anti-Communist and anti-Soviet policies of the
'
Reuther leadership, takes a positive attitude to the principle
of negotiations and endorses the idea of an Eisenhower-Malenkov meeting. When we remember that some two years ago,
Reuther contributed an article to the infamous anti-Soviet
war issue of dollie#s magazine, the action of this U.A.W.
convention in 1953 is startling by contrast and a fitting corn- ,
mentary on the water that has flowed under the bridge on
the peace issue in the labor movement during the past two
years.
The changing situation in the trade-union movement is
reflecting itself in the following developments:
~fi
1 -g
1. A growing differentiation between masses and leaders
on the question of peace, with the mass of workers beginning
to press for the labor movement to enter actively into the
fight for peace.
2. Resulting from this a process of differentiation is taking
place among a whole layer of secondary and lower leaders
of the trade unions with big sections of them moving toward
support of a genuine peace policy. This creates new possibili- n!
hfor united and parallel peace action from below.

,
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9. Within the top leadership of the trade-union movement

three distinct currents are developing:
On the one hand, there are such forces as are typified by
GO-,
Helstein, Ernst and Potofslry, who in the past gave

passive support to the foreign policy of Wall Street, but who
for some time now have taken a stand for the peaceful settle
ment of the Korean war and the negotiation of all other differences. In this respect, while not breaking fully from their
support of the Administration's foreign policy, this group has
differentiated itself in very important respects from government policy as well as the official policy of the C.I.O.and
A. F. of L.
Among the main Right-wing Social-Democrats, those who
rabidly support the war policy of Wall Street, certain tactical
differences ar6 to be observed in the methods used by them
to mpe with the fight against the rising sentiment of the
masses for the negotiation of differences between the US.
and the U.S.S.R. One tactic is followed by Reuther who tips
his hat to the principle of negotiations as a result of mass
pressure but, following the h e of the State Department,
places such conditions for negotiations as to cancel out in
ndvance the possibility of these negotiations ever taking
place or leading to positive results. This tactic is calculated
by Reuther to associate himself with the masses who demand
negotiations, at the same time that he misdirects and disorients the movements for negotiations. There should be no
illusions that Reuther "has changed his policy: that Reuther is
moving into the peace camp. At the same time, it would be
the height of political blindness not to understand that the
position which Reuther has been forced into also creates
additional possibilities for moving the masses of auto workers,
against Reuther's desires, fully into the unreserved struggle
for peaceful negotiations.
A different tactic is followed by the Right-wing SocialDemocrats of the Meany-Dubinsky type. In face of the rising
demand- among the masses for peaceful negotiations, these
rabid proponents of Wall Street's foreign policy follow a
policy of head-on collision and frontal struggle against the
wishes and sentiments of their memberships. They brand the

flj7r;r
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call for negotiations as "appeasement" and beat the drums
for support to the State Department's opposition to Churchill's
proposal for a top level Big Power Conference. The vehemence:
with which this brand of Social-Democracy attacks the idea
of peaceful negotiations must under no conditions be allowed'to obscure the fact that the membership of their unions is ss
deeply desirous of a peaceful settlement as the auto workers,
and, hence, that there are growing possibilities for involving
these workers as well in various forms of the fight for peace.
It is very important to grasp the political significance of
this new element in the fight for peace. It represents an important difference between the present moment and, let us
say, the 1947-48 period. At that time, the most articulate
voices in the peace camp-outside of the Left, of coursewere those of certain bourgeois-liberal forces grouped around
Wallace, with the working-class playing a secondary role
to the degree that it was involved at all in the fight for peace.
The present peace struggle, however, is beginning to be
characterized by the fact that important sections of the working class in the Right-led unions are at long last speaking up
for peace-even though they are not yet in the active leadership of the daily fight for peace. This means that an important
first step has been taken in the direction of what must ultimately be the real relationship of forces in the fight for peace
-the leadership of this fight by the working class.
These new developments open up the possibility of setting
the bulk of the organized labor movement against the war
policies of the ruling class and government on the specific
issue of resolving international differences by peaceful negotiations. At the same time that we work toward this end, we
must seriously tackle the problem of transforming the passive
adoption of correct policy by the unions into active struggle
for the realization of this policy. Unless this is done, the positions adopted by the unions will remain on paper instead
of acting as a stimulus to labor's active participation in the
fight for peace.
The progressive-led unions have a particularly important
role to play in connection with this task. Instead of resting on
their oars, grateful that other sections of the labor movement
18
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am beginning to speak up for peace, these unions should
redouble their peace activities. Such struggle now will help
strengthen them among their own members as well as the
workers generally and confirm that the policies of these
unions, for which they were subject to the sharpest attack,
have been vindicated by life itself. Furthermore, this is necessary if the &st beginnings in the Right-led unions are to be
pushed forward instead of stymied by Right-wing attacks.

Main Questwns in the Fight For Peace
What are some of the cardinal questions which must be
borne in mind if we are to take full advantage of the new
possibilities which have opened up in the fight for peace?
The fight for peace must be put in the center of $1 our
work and activity. It is clearly not there now.
It would seem that this admonition should be somewhat
superfluous in view of the splendid new opportunities for
leading the broad masses in the fight for peace. But the
experience of our struggle for peace over the past years
emphasizes one thing above all-the stubbornness with which
the struggle must be waged at all times against an M d t e
variety of tendencies, which in different ways, divert the
Party from placing centrally the fight for peace.
We can already anticipate, for example, certain demobilizing tendencies to regard peace as being "in the b a g thus justifying passivity at the very moment when all our energies
should be bent as never before to realize the potentialities
of the present moment. In the past, our Party was demobilized
by tendencies to regard war as inevitable, &om which it
followed that the struggle for peace was useless, hence, why
exert ourselves? Now there is a danger that our Party may
be demobilized by tendencies to consider that peace is
inevitable," from which it follows that the struggle for peace
is superfluous, hence why exert ourselves? As we see, the
viewpoints are diametrically opposed to each other but the
end result is the same-passivity instead of activity.
We must warn against the complacency which assumes that
can be averted and the cold war ended by the sheer
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strength of the world peace camp regardless of what the
American people do. Such sentiments are in the first place
a shameful abdication of the responsibilities of the American
working class. Furthermore, they are an invitation to disaster
for the American people. Already, the most rabid warmongers
ate putting their own interpretation upon events, which are
chiefly, although not exclusively, characterized by the intervention of the world peace camp. It is not the American
people, they assert, who insisted on an end to the war in
Korea, who demand that differences be negotiated; it is
our allies, who are betraying us and taking the path of a
new Munich, a new appeasement. And with this type of
demagogy, they are endeavoring to stir up the wildest fascist
type of national chauvinism to justify the continuation of the
cold war and the preparations for a new war, as well as to
advance the drive to fascism at home, through perpetuation of
the Big Lie of an external and internal 'Communist menace."
In addition, they are attempting to utilize the very victories
of the peace camp to create new illusions in Eisenhower and
the war policy of American imperialism. For example, they are
now attempting to convince the masses that a cease-fire in
Korea will be a victory "for the firm and aggressive policy of
the Eisenhower Administration" instead of a defeat for that
policy. To the degree that there is no active struggle for
peace by the American people, such demagogy will find
fruitful soil. Only the most active peace struggle by the
American people can bring about the internal change in the
relation of political forces in our country which, alone, can
gwrantee world peace.
In the past, there was advanced the opportunist "tactical"
consideration that the "fight for peace isolates us from the
masses." The truth of the matter was that we were continually
tailing behind the mood of the masses. This revealed itself
time and again, as, during the elections with Eisenhower's
pledge on Korea; as, in connection with the popular outburst
against Eisenhower's Inaugural Address; as, in connection with
the fact that the Left forces at the U.A.W. convention were
taken by surprise at the foreign policy resolution adopted, et
Nobody, of course, would dare repeat any such nonse
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today. But, as the saying goes,
burnt, twin shy." Let
us therefore be on guard in the period ahead against new
*tacticaln considerations which will again result in our Party
tailing behind the masses. We know from bitter experience
how strong is the tendency in our ranks when we feel ourselves moving with the masses to merge ourselves and become
the victims of spontaneity, forgetting altogether that our
Party has a vanguard role to play.

Overcome One-sidedness in the Fight for Peace
Most frequently the failure of our Party to place the fight
for peace in the center of our activity derives from incorrect
and one-sided conceptions of the relation between the fight
for peace and other political issues.
For example, it is asserted that while politically speaking
peace is the central issue, the broadest issue is the fight against
fascism. In proof of this, it is pointed out that many forces
which support the foreign policy of the Administration oppose
McCarthyism.
But such viewpoints fail totally to grasp what is new in
the present situation. For whatever may have been the
case in the past, it is an incontestable fact that today the
fight against McCarthyism tends more and more to merge
with the fight for peace. From the very beginning, McCarthy
has selected the field of foreign policy as his special domain
beginning with his attack on the State Department during
Truman's Administration and continuing even more aggressively today with his struggle against negotiations between
the United States and the Soviet Union. To think that the
struggle against McCarthyism can be waged today without
increasingly putting the fight for peace to the fore is to fall
victim to a very narrow concept of the struggle against McCarthyism to the effect that it consists only of a struggle
against witch-hunting expeditions, ''&'character assassination,"
"abuse of Congressional immunity" and other aspects of McCarthyism. Certain liberal and Social-Democratic forces attempt to confine the struggle as though McCarthyism were
a "thing in itself" which developed without any relation to the war drive of American imperialism.
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Furthermore, the very manner in which this question is
placed betrays an inability to comprehend the relationship between the fight for peace and the fight against fascism. At
the present juncture of events, the drive to fascism is primarily
motivated by the drive to war. It is primarily intended to
silence and intimidate the peace forces, to create a quiet
rear for American imperialiim so as to facilitate its ability
to drive the masses into an unpopular war.
But the ability of reaction to wipe out popular liberties without serious resistance from the masses stems, for the most part,
from the influence of the Big Lie-the "menace of Soviet
aggression," the inevitability of a new world war-and hence
the need to take "exceptional" measures in the interests of
"national security."
To the degree that the masses discard the theory of *inevitable war," see the possibility of putting an end to the
danger of a war between the socialist and capitalist worlds
and mount the fight for peace, they will refuse to accept,
sanction or countenance even the slightest destruction of
democratic liberties in the name of "combatting the Communist menace." A successful fight for peace is the greatest
guarantee that the struggle against fascism will take on new
proportions. In fact the new high level of the struggle against
McCarthyism is caused not only by the increased menace of
McCartllyism, but also from the new momentum of the fight
for peace in the country. That is why any effort to counterpose the fight for peace to the fight against fascism is false
and harmful both to the fight for peace and the fight
against fascism.
Of course, this does not imply that the danger of fascism will
automatically be eliminated if the danger of an anti-Soviet
war can be eased in the period ahead. For the fascist orientation of the ruling classs is not a derivative of, or an appendage
to, its drive to war. Both the drive to war and the drive to
fascism are the twin and interrelated tendencies of monopoly
capital. Both are engendered by the compulsory drive- for
maximum profits. At the present moment, the drive to fascism
is motivated primarily by the drive to unleash an anti-soviet
war. But even if this danger should be somewhat eased in
22
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the period d e a d , this will not M y end the danger of an
anti-soviet war nor the danger of new kinds of wars arising
from the contradictions between the imperialist powers. And,
in the second place, the very victory of the popular forces
in the fight to ease the threat of an anti-Soviet war, coupled
with the stormy struggles which the economic crisis now
maturing, will surely intensify the inability of the ruling
class to cope with its problems on the basis of bourgeois
democratic forms of rule, and strengthen it in its determination to impose a fascist dictatorship on the country. What
must be recognized, however, is that on this front, too, new
possibilities exist for the organization of a broader popular
movement to preserve democracy and stem the advance
toward fascism.
'
Among some of our trade unionists, it is asserted that while,
of course, peace is the central issue, the struggle around
economic questions is broader. Here again there is a failure
to see the relationship between the fight for peace and the
economic struggle. In the first place, the economic struggle
is at the present moment a very direct and important aspect
of the fight for peace since it is a struggle against the economic impact of the war economy on the living standards of
the workers. We are opposed to an abstract fight for peace
which is projected without a living relationship to the e m
nomic needs of the workers, On the other hands, as we have
repeatedly emphasized, the struggle against the economic
impact of the war economy will not develop automatically
into a fight for peace no matter how militantly it is developed
unless such struggles are related, depending on the concrete
situation, to the war policies of the government. As a matter
of fact, the workers see very clearly the relation between
their economic struggles and the war drive whether it be on
the question of jobs, wages, prices or taxes. This, of course,
does not mean that we should mechanically inject the fight
for peace into any and every economic struggle, as for example in formulating a set of wage demands in a given shop, or
in conducting a specific struggle in a department against the
retiming of a certain job. But it does mean that we should
put an end to the tendency to counterpose the economic
25

struggle to the fight for peace as an excuse for i;ot taking the
fight for peace into the shops and unions.
Likewise there is a tendency to counterpose the Negro
liberation struggle to the fight for peace, when obviously
there is a close and organic relationship between the two. It
is quite obvious that the liberation struggles of the Negm people are the greatest single unifying factor in the Negro
community and in the mass organizations of the Negro people.
As is the case with the struggle against fascism generally, so
speciiically in the struggle for Negro rights, unity of broad
masses of Negro people can be achieved in the fight for FEPC,
for the right to vote, against all forms of Jim Crow and discrimination, regardless of divisions on the matter of foreign
policy. But, in the first place, this very united struggle for
civil rights is a most important and decisive aspect of the
fight for peace since the present assault on the Negro people
bears the definite imprint of the Anglo-Saxon white chauvinist ideology heightened by the drive to war. In its turn, the
struggle of the peoples of the colonial and dependent countries against Wall Street's drive to dominate the world evokes
a profound wave of sympathy and admiration among the
Negro people and inspires them to greater efforts in the United
States.
A mechanical counterposing of the fight for peace to the
Negro liberation struggle tends to hide the fact that the
sentiments and desires of the Negro people for peace are as
highly developed and as consciously articulated among the
Negro people as among any other section of the population.
Can we overlook the connection between the role of the
Negro workers in the auto, packing, railroad, mining and
hotel and restaurant industries and the position the unions in
these industries have taken on the fight for peace? Of course
not1 In the Negro people's movement these peace sentiments
are expressed in the most varied forms-church sermons, conferences, seminars, mass meetings on Africa, etc. It goes without saying that the struggle of the Negro people for peace is
given a more advanced expression on special issues, for
example, support of the colonial liberation movement, especially Africa, but also Indo-China, Malaya, etc.
24

We must guard against two tendencies here: first, any
tendency to gloss over the fight for civil rights by abstract
assertions about the primacy of the peace issue; second, any
tendency to by-pass the fight for peace on the ground that
the broadest issue among the Negro people is the fight for
civil rights. Under present conditions, neither movement can
develop purely by itself, in isolation from the other. At the
same time we must avoid mechanical linking up". The task
of the Party is, by correct political work, to make the masses
of Negro people conscious of the interrelationship and on that
basis to achieve a wider participation of the Negro people in
the general movement for peace as well as to help further
develop the more specific national expressions of the peace
movement in Negro communities and mass organizations.
Winning the Youth for Peace

We cannot talk seriously about putting the fight for peace
in the center of our work so long as we continue our present
inexcusable neglect of the task of winning the allegiance of
America's youth to the peace camp. The pro-war, fascist
forces of the country are highly conscious of the strategic
importance of the youth and are waging a stubborn battle to
turn the youth into a political reserve for their war drive and
a base of support for their drive to f a s c h . During the
November elections, it was the Republican Party which made
an audacious bid for support of the youth by throwing out the
slogan: "Stop the slaughter of our boys in Korea". In the
period since the elections, the Republicans have increasingly
attempted to appear as the champions of the youth by giving
s~~ppprt
to the proposal for lowering the voting age to 18
under the slogan: "Old enough to fight, old enough to vote!"
But in the face of this determined bid by the pro-war camp
to win the battle for the minds and the allegiance of youth,
labor, the democratic forces generally, and particularly our
Party, has been largely passive and dormant in this struggle.
Our main task is to put an end to this one-sided character of
the battle for youth, to bring labor and the democratic forces
into action on this front in order to avert the danger of the
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young generation being turned against the camp of peace and
democracy.
Of course, we rejed the characterization which is glibly
made of a %lent generation", or a "beat generation". The attachment of the youth to the cause of peace and democracy,
the moods of struggle among the youth, are as highly developed as among other sections of the population. Fundamentally this is so because the youth have paid most and benefited
least from the Korean war and other imperialist adventures;
and also, because the experiences of the anti-fascist war
still exert a big influence on the youth.
At the same time, we must not overlook the conditioning
effects of years of anti-Soviet preparations and propaganda
especially among the millions who have gone through their
periods of military senice since the end of World War 11; nor,
the dangers of pro-fascist, anti-labor demagogy under conditions of growing youth unemployment, enforced seniority rules
iu industry, the hMCarthyite invasion of the schools and
colleges.
This struggle between the camp of peace and the camp of
war for the minds and the heart of America's youth must
not be seen as one in which the youth are simply a passive
arena. There is growing activity and ferment among many
important sections of the organized youth movement which
are making a ddferrnined bid to place their own special imprint on this fateful struggle. The tendency for old political
relationships to unfreeze in this new situation is particularly
striking among the youth.
Our Party must undertake a most serious struggle to propel
tlie organized labor movement into the struggle for the youth
on the basis of a labor sponsored program to protect the
young generation from the danger and burden of war and war
preparations, from the horrors of fascism and from the effects
of the crisis. It must give continuous and sustained political
and material assistance and support to the Labor Youth
League, helping to build it into a mass organization with a
strong and expanding leadership in all districts. This can be
done only if every Party club and committee, beginning
with the National Committee, becomes an active participant
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For Big-Power Negotiations

Both the needs and the possibilities of the present moment
call for the development Gf a veritable crusshe for peaceful
negotiations, for a top level meeting of the big powers to
settle differences over the conference table. It is to this end
that we must turn all our energies, our utmost sldl, tenacity
and resourcefulness, in overcoming all obstacles that hinder
or delay the unfolding of the broadest united and parallel
actions directed toward this end. Above all the labor movement, from one end of the country to the other, must be
made to ring with the full-throated demand for peaceful
negotiations.
This calls for planned and systematic efforts to organize
and direct the struggle at all levels and in every field of
activity. It is necessary, of course, to mobilize our forces politically; but that alone is not enough. This political mobilization must lead to plans and decisions which are checked on
and verified, with appropriate lessons drawn from each s u e
cess and each failure. Let us be done with that peculiar
mentality that prevails among us which notes joyously the
adoption of a resolution by the U.A.W. convention caning
for big power negotiations, and then does nothing to guarantee
that this resolution is brought to the locals of this millionmember union for discussion and action. This is the case
today not only in the auto industry, but in the hotel and
restaurant industry, the clothing industry and others in which
union conventions or international leaderships have come out
in support of peaceful negotiations.
Together with placing the main emphasis of our struggle
for peaceful negotiations in the Right-led unions and organizations, we must guarantee that the various progressive peace
centers and organizations develop their own initiative to the
maximum. If ever there was a moment when the political
initiative of the advanced peace forces was assured of a
favorable response among the masses, ihis is that moment
27
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We must categorically oppose any conception that the struggle against a sectarian interpretation of the role of the
progressive peace centers implies the liquidation of Left
initiative and activity.
In the course of developing this mass struggle for peaceful
negotiations, our Party has the responsibility for developing
a mass ideological struggle against the influence of the Big
Lie. Only our Party can do this basically and thoroughly,
even though, as we develop this struggle, broader circles will
join us in their own way.-For what is invol'vd here is the
establishment among the masses of the truth about the Communists in the United States and the truth about the peace
policy of the Soviet Union.
For more than seven years our Party has unceasingly played
its vanguard role in the fight for peace. It has paid aPheavy
price for its steadfastness and devotion to this struggle. But
where the Party once stood almost by itself, this is no longer
true today. In the fight for a cease-fire in Korea, in the fight
for a peaceful settlement of international differences through
negotiations which we fought for under the slogan of a Big
Five Peace Pact, in the fight for the principle of peaceful
coexistence, in the fight against the thesis of an inevitable
world war, in the fight against the hypocrisy of the Marshall
Plan, in the fight for resumption of trade between East and
West, in the fight for a reduction of armaments and against
atom bomb diplomacy, our Party was the vanguard of the
peace forces. Today its position is being taken up by increasingly broad masses of the people.
This vanguard role of the Party was made possible by the
rejection of Browder revisionism. What Browder revisionism
leads to was made fully clear when Browder dropped his
hypocritical mask of friendship for the Soviet Union and
openly joined the anti-Soviet camp. Revisionism led Browder,
discredited, to the open espousal of war incitement against
the Soviet Union. The path of Marxism-Leninism has led and
is leading our Party to the honorable fulfillment of its responsibilities to the American people, to the increasing s u p
port of the masses for its peace policies.

11. THE FIGHT FOR DEMOCRATIC
LIBERTIES
Obviously, the new possibilities which have opened up
for easing the danger of an antiSoviet war have a most intimate connection with and impact upon every phase of the
political situation in the country. This is true, in the first
place, of the struggle to defend the democratic liberties of
the American people and to defeat the drive toward fascism
in the United States. For there is a direct connection between
the international and domestic situation. The failures of
American foreign policy abroad have already, and will increasingly produce far reaching results in the United States.
Abroad it results in weakening the Anglo-American war
alliance. At home, it tends to undermine and weaken the
position of the warmongers and fascists and strengthen the
position of the forces of peace and democracy.
he new situation now developing gives rise, therefore, to
a two-sided process. On the one hand, in order to beat down
the rising tide of struggle for peace, the monopolists are
stepping up the tempo of their attach on the democratic
liberties of the people, speeding up the process of fascization
of the government, and beginning to pose for themselves
certain new questions connected with the actual transition
to fascism. On the other hand, the masses of American people, and labor in the first place, are beginning to free themselves from the most paralyzing influences of the Big Lie,
to resist every encroachment on their democritic liberties
no matter how it is wrapped up in the guise of "defending the
country against Communism," and to develop the struggle
against fascism to proportions not hitherto reached in this
country. As a result, the American people are confronted
with new dangers at the same time that vast new possibilities
have opened up for beating back and defeating these dangers.
The key question for a correct and successful development
of the struggle against fascism is, of course, an estimate of the
Eisenhower Administration.
How do matters stand here?
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The organized workers, the Negro people and the poor
farmers fear the Eisenhower Administration as a reactionary,
Big Business, anti-labor administration. This is in sharp contrast to their attitude to the Truman administration which
they looked upon as an administration which was "friendly
to laba and the Negro people." From the beginning, therefore, the trade union and Negro masses have taken up an
attitude to the Eisenhower Administration which is generally
of an oppositional character. Despite this,however, there is
not yet a full understanding of the threat which the Eisenhower Administration poses for American democracy. This
expresses itself in certain tendencies to differentiate between
Eisenhower and the Cabinet, to think that there are serious
programmatic differences between Eisenhower on the one
hand and such forces as McCarthy and Taft on the other, to
be taken in by Eisenhower's profuse peace demagogy. To this
must be added certain new illusions which will undoubtedly
tend to grow as a result of the conclusion of a cease-fire in
Korea.
It is of the most fundamental importance for our Party to
fight for a correct estimate of the Eisenhower Administration
among the masses, especially in the ranks of the labor movement and the Negro people. This is all the more necessary
because the Right-wing leaders of the trade union and Negro
people's movements are deliberately cultivating certain prevalent illusions in order to disarm the workers in the fight
against the Big Business Administration. These Social-Democrats understand full well that an oppositional attitude to the
Administration, devoid of illusions, would rapidly open the
floodgates to struggle against all policies of the Administration-foreign as well as domestic.
That is why Reuther, for example, declared: W e shall not
be obstructionists but will offer our sincere cooperation in the
hope that President Eisenhower will and can carry out the
commitments he made to protect the public interest." (UAW
Convention report)
That is why Dubinsky, for example, declared: W e know
it is too soon to pass judgment on an Administration that has
been in office only 120 days. We shall be patient. We prefer
SO
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even at the risk of c%aPpointment~ (Opening
ddress to ILGWU Convention. )
That is why Durkin continues on as a labor zombie with
Obviously the fight for democratic rights and against fascism must be so broad and all inclusive that it embraces even
those sections of the population which still have certain illusions in Eisenhower. But it is equally obvious that the effectiveness of such a fight depends upon labor-the backbone of
the democratic coalition-having a correct estimate of the
Eisenhower Administration. The failure of the top labor
leadership to wage a serious struggle in deeds as well as
words against the fascist danger is a direct result of their
;"national unity" collaboration with the monopolists in support
' of the war program.
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The Struggle Against McCarthyism
Since the elections, McCarthyism has emerged as a menace

, of major proportions. Backed by new and powerful b a n d

- supporters, IklcCarthy has undertaken to centralize the leader'
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ship of all fascist forces and groups in the counfry, to build
a mass social base for fascism, and to project himself discreetly
as candidate for the presidency in 1956. The McCarthyite
cabal, led by McCarthy, McCarran, Velde, Jemer, have vastly
broadened the scope of their attack hitting out at unims,
schools, colleges, New Deal personalities, the press and even
threatening to move in on the churches. McCarthy's "foreign
policy" struggle, previously developed by his attacks against
Truman's State Department, has now broadened out in every
direction as in the affair of the Greek shipowners, the investigation of the Voice of America, the book buming in the State
Department Information Libraries abroad, his Senate speech
against Churchill and Attlee, his "investigation" of "gun running" into Guatemala, etc. Finally, McCarthy has begun to
project the elements of an "economic program" as is to be
seen in his announced investigation of discrimination against
small
business on war orders, a development we may be sure
.
51
.1

.?.-*

+f-

which will expand in other directions as the economic situation grows worse.
At the same time, as a direct reaction to the increased menace of McCarthyism, there has emerged since the elections
a counter-movement of unprecedented breadth and scope directed against McCarthy and McCarthyism. This moveP
ment involves almost the whole of the trade union movement
.-:
as well as the main organizations of the Negro people; it in- ' i
cludes powerful sections of the Protestant church as well as '
the main sections of the Jewish people. Increasingly, the former New Deal wing of the Democratic Party leadership, especially that connected with the A.D.A., is actively entering
into the struggle against McCarthyism and threatening to
make it a major issue in the 1954 Congressional elections.
The struggle against McCarthyism is developing currently
along the following main lines: struggle against witch-hunting investigations of the McCarthy-McCarran type of Congressional committees; defense of the victims of McCarthyism such as Lattimore, Hiss, etc.; struggle against McCarthyite legislation, for repeal of the Taft-Hartley Act, the Smith
Act, the McCarran Act, the McCarran-Walter Act, for defeat
of the Goldwater-Rhodes bill, etc. In addition there is the direct attack on McCarthy himself, as in the A.D.A. demand for
an investigation of McCarthy's apparent immunity from punishment for irregularities in his financial affairs. As the -,
movement develops, the demand for McCarthy's impeachment
will undoubtedly come to the fore again.
At the present moment the broad masses, whatever their
attitude to the Eisenhower Administration, see in McCarthyism the open, rabid, unconcealed face of American fascism, .
the main danger to the democratic freedoms of the American
people. We must unhesitatingly join with these broad popu- lar masses in the struggle against McCarthyism, today the r
chief expression and the broadest form of the struggle to defend bourgeois democratic liberties. Without a successful
struggle against McCarthyism, it will be impossible to defeat
fascism.
fIn developing the struggle against McCarthyism we must ,Id
beep clearly in mind our Party's estimate of the relatim- .
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ship between McCarthyism and the Eisenhower A-8tion. We must never for a single moment forget, that it L
the Eisenhower Administration which represents the main and
decisive sections of monopoly capital, that it is the Eisenhower Administration which is in power and will continue
to be in power for the next three and a half years, and that
it is carrying out the basic foreign and domestic policies of
monopoly capital. Hence our main task is to mobilize the
masses for the defeat of the foreign and domestic policies of
the Eisenhower Administration, and for the defeat of the
Eisenhower regime itself through the formation of a broad
people's coalition which will work for the election of a g o v ~
ernment that will keep the peace and block the way to f a 6 cism.
The struggle against McCarthyism contributes to this general objective because there are no basic differences between
hlcCarthy and the Eisenhower Administration. McCarthyism itself is a product of the drive by American imperialism
to war and fascism and is a basic preparation for war. Hence
whatever misconceptions may exist in certain sectors of the
anti-McCarthy movement as to the relationship between McCarthy and Eisenhower, the struggle against McCarthyism
is objectively a struggle against the policies of the Eisenhower Administration. It is in fact the broadest tactical link
for setting the masses into what is objectively a struggle against
the Eisenhower Administration as a whole.
The McCarthyites "run interference" for the Eisenhower
Administration on unpopular issues, undertaking to build
mass support for new moves to the right. McCarthyss position
today becomes Eisenhower's position tomorrow. Precisely because it plays this role, hlccarthyism is nurtured and encouraged by the Eisenhower Administration, all the more so
because it has no partisan differences with McCarthy. This
is true despite occasional conflicts or differences on specific
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However, it would be incorrect to think that the EisenAdministration is identical with McCarthyisn. M e
Carthyism represents the openly fascist wing of the Republican Party (as McCarran does of the Democratic Party). It is
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nary, most chauvinist, most
list elements of finance capital." Increasingly, powerful
of monopoly capital grouped around certain Texas
oil interests are grooming McCarthy to become, if the need
.' should arise, the American Hitler charged with the task of imposing fascism in the U.S. But it is premature and misleading
to assert at this time that McCarthy will inevitably play this
the present moment, the main function of McCarthyto help accomplish this objective by its role in relation
Eisenhower Administration.
In the course of stimulating and participating in this joint
on the basis of the most varied forms of united and
1 actions, our Party must unhesitatingly take issue with
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tion murdered the Rosenbergs for fear that this momtr~us
frameup would founder and be engulfed by a tidal wave of
world-wide protest.
But the execution of the Rosenbergs has not resulted in any
intimidation of the masses. It has, instead, intensified the hatred of increasing sections of the working class, the Negro
people and of sections of the middle class for the fascist outlook and mentality of the powers that be. The struggle to
establish the innocence of the Rosenbergs, to expose the monstrous frameup which ended in the death of &is couple of
matchless courage continues until they are vindicated.
The main lessons of this struggle will reveal that chief responsibility for the failure to break through the decision of
the ruling class to murder the Rosenbergs rests with Social
Democracy and the Right wing leadership of the labor movement. It is they who prevented the labor movement in the
United States from throwing its powerful weight into the struggle to save the Rosenbergs, and thus made possible the exemtion of this valiant couple.
The most important tasks which must now be carried out
in the struggle to establish the innocence of the Rosenberp,
to expose the frameup, to bring to book the criminals who engineered this cold-blooded murder, have been indicated in the
statement of the National Committee as published in the July
issue of Political Aflairs.

The Crowing Trend Toward Working Cioss
and Labor Unity
Against the background of the Republican victory in November, the situation now developing has resulted in stimulating a new upsurge of struggle for labor unity among the
trade unions. For labor is increasingly conscious of the new
dangers to the trade union movement coming fiom Eisenhower's Big Business Administration, fmm a McCarthyite
dominated Congress, and from the employen who have been
emboldened by the results of the elections. There is wids
spread knowledge among the rank-andofile of labor that whatever may have been the case under Truman, the trade unions
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certainly cannot look for any "favors" from the Eisenhower
Administration. Of course, this does not interfere with the
policy which the top labor leaders are still following of class
collaboration with the Administration on its basic war policy.
The steps toward labor unity now developing are quite different in character from the developments which took place
some two or two-and-a-half years ago. At that time, there was
also a development toward 'labor unity" but it was based on
tlie efforts of the top leadership of the trade unions to "unite
the unions in support of the war in Korea." The collapse of
the United Labor Policy Committee at that time was not a
harmful but, in fad, a beneficial development. In contrast
to that development the present trend toward united labor action and labor unity is based on the need for unity to defend
labor's interests against the attacks of the government, Congess, and the employers.
Labor's fears in this respect are fully justified. The attitude
of the Eisenhower Administration to labor was openly expressed by the most powerful member of the Cabinet, Charles
Wilson of General Motors, who declared that 'What is good
for General Motors is good for the nation." In other words,
the Administration's attitude to labor will be what the attitude of General Motors is. This policy was further emphasized
by Eisenhower in his Inaugural Address when he declared
that the government would not give labor any special treatment. This means, in effect, that the Administration has declared "open season* on the labor movement. The refusal of
the Administration to submit its own recommendations to the
hearings on amending the Taft-Hartley Act means simply
that it is giving its support to the vicious amendments which
an anti-labor Congress is prepared to write into that antilabor law.
As to Congress, the election results have been interpreted
by it as giving the green light for introducing new and ever
more onerous shackles into the structure of anti-labor legislation which already exists. Amendments to the Taft-Hartley
Act are now being prepared which aim at outlawing industrywide collective bargaining a provision which, if carried,
would strike a crippling blow at the mass unions in the basic
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industries. Other amendments seek to give priority to state
anti-labor legislation which would, in effect, nullify whatever
federal legislation is on the books providing for a minimum
protection of labor's rights. Finally, there is the infamous
Goldwater-Rhodes Bill which provides for a Congressional
Committee of the McCarran type to subject all unions to
screening, to determine their loyalty," with the power to outlaw and deny legal rights to any union failing to measure up to
McCarran's standards.
The employers are openly beginning to return to the -jungle
days." Recent strikes have seen, for the first time since the
early days of the C.I.O. organizing drive, the open employment of strike-breakers, scabs, development of oompanyinspired back-to-work movements, murder frame-ups, etc. The
oftexpressed desire of the employers for a return to the days
.
when they bad had the right to break.strikes is in the process
of realization
It is against this background that there are important and
sigruficant trends toward labor unity. These developments
are to be seen among the Right-led unions, between Rightled and Left-led unions, and groupings within unions, and
between Negro and white workers.
Among Right-led unions discussions on organic unity are
' proceeding between A. F. of L, and C.I.O., between C.I.O.
Packing and A. F,of L. Butchers, while actual agreement on
organic unity has been reached between the Distributing
and Processing Union, the Retail Clerks, and the Macy Local
into a new union of 130,000 members. United action developments are even more si@cant. The coalition of 22 C.I.O.,
A. F. of L. and independent oil unions on the wage question,
is the most outstanding development Very important, likewise, is the agreement for joint wage negotiations and n*
raiding between C.I.O. Packing and the A. F,of L. Butchers.
Of a similar character, although involving a smaller segment of workers, is the agreement for joint action on wages
between the Masters, Mates and Pilots and the Marine Engineers Beneficial Association with the American Radio Association to become part of such a united front Together
with this there has been a sigdicant series of agreements to
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put an end to raiding, including the no-raiding agreements recently signed between A. F. of L. and C.I.O.; between Machinists and U.A.W., and between Machinists and Teamsiers.
Developments toward unity between Right-led unions and
progressive-led unions, as well as between non-Left and Left
groupings within unions, include the following: The continued unity of the Stellato center forces with the Left-progressives in the Ford local; the agreement within the Painters
District Council No, 9 in New York to end the factional
struggle between Left and Right; the struggle of the bulk of
workers in the huge Lynn local of I.U.E. for united wage
struggles with U.E. in the G.E.chain; the unity on wages of
Mine, Mill, U.E. and Kenosha A. F. of L. locals of the Anaconda Copper chain; the Remington-Rand conference of the
Phillipsburg U.E., the Athens I.A.M. and the Painted Post
I.U.E. locals in New York State; the conference between the
Tractor local of F a m Equipment, the Melrose Park local of
U.A.W. and the Milwaukee A. F. of L. local of Harvester
chain; the participation of A. F. of L., C.I.O. and U.E. in the
United Labor Committee in Barberton, Ohio.
The recent period has also seen a strengthening of unity
of Negro and white workers in the labor movement. One of
the outstanding contributions to this has been the heroic and
militant leadership by the Fur Union of the strike of 5,000
Menhaden fishermen in the South. Likewise to be noted are
the struggles of the Packinghouse Union against discrimination, especially against Negro women in the industry; the
forthright position taken by the Hotel and Restaurant Workers Union against discrimination under the leadership of
Ernst with the threat of expulsion from the International for
locals which discriminate against Negro workers; the U.A.W.
policy of demanding letters of agreement from the auto companies as supplements to contract arrangements placing guarantees against discrimination in hiring and upgrading, and
together with this, the adoption by the recent U.A.W. convention of a resolution insisting on the inclusion of model
anti-discrimination clauses in all future contracts; the successful fight of the Marine Cooks and Stewards against discrimination in the industry and the promotion to top exem38
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tive officeof the outstanding Negro leaders of the union; tbs
successes scored by the Negro Labor Council in its fight for
jobs and upgrading for Negro workers in a number of companies and industries.

Role of Progressive-Led Unions
The growing trend toward united labor action and labor
unity brings to the fore certain new facets of the role which
the progressive-led unions must play, and their tasks and
responsibilities in the fight for a united working class.
The progressive-led unions have conducted an important
and heroic struggle in the interests of their members in the
period since the C.I.O. split engineered by the MurrayReuther leadership at the behest of the Truman State Department. While they have suffered serious losses in membership
as a result of the combined assault of employers, government
and the Right-wing labor bureaucrats, they have repeatedly
demonstrated their ability to defend and advance the wages
and working conditions of their members, naturally with all
the limitations imposed on such struggles within a divided labor movement. They are currently conducting a valiant struggle against continued raids, against internal threats of secession, against new forms of government attack as in the case
of Taft-Hartley perjury indictments and Grand Jury presentments. And obviously, they face the sharpest attacks from
the new anti-labor legislation now being readied for passage
in Congress.
At the same time, because of the changing situation in the
labor movement as a whole, the progressive-led unions now
confront new possibilities for putting an end to their isolation from the main stream of the labor movement, for advancing united and parallel action with the workers in Rightled unions. The four new factors which facilitate this possibility are:
1. The new upsurge of peace sentiments in tne ranks of
the Right-led unions. In face of this development, which tends
to unfreeze relationships which were established in the expectation of an anti-Soviet war, the labor bureaucracy is h d -

ing, and will continue to b d , it increasingly ditEoult to mobilize support for its struggle against the Left. On the other
hand, the progressive-led unions increasingly find common
ground with the masses and secondary leadership in the Rightled unions on the key and central issues of the day.
2. The new attitude of the workers to the government. Under Truman, the workers, by and large, entertained serious
illusions that there was a government in power in Washington ufriendly to labor," While there are certain different kinds
of illusions and misconceptions about Eisenhower, there are
few illusions, if any at all, that the Eisenhower Administration is friendly to labor. Hence, there is increasingly common
ground between the struggle of the progressive-led unions
against the policies of the Administration and similar struggles
of the mass of workers in the Right-led unions.
8. The worsening economic situation with the prospect of
mass unemployment and depression, together with the tougher
attitude of the employers toward granting economic concessions of any kind, will emphasize and dramatically illustrate
the correctness of the militant class struggle policies of the
progressive-led unions as against the class collaboration policies of the labor bureaucracy.
4. The increased menace of McCarthyism, with its growing
attack against all sections of the labor movement, will explode
the hypocritical theory of the Social-Democrats that it is
possible for labor to buy immunity from attack by joining
the witchhunt against the Left.
Under these conditions, new and vast possibilities are unfolding for new advances by the progressive-led unions in
the fight for united labor action and labor unity. At the same
time, in face of the increased dangers ahead, it must be said
that the very life of the progressive-led unions is bound up
with their ability to project and fight successfully for a bold
and consistent policy of united labor action and labor unity.
This is not fully understood by all sections of the leadership
of these unions. As a matter of fact, despite the lapse of four
years since the expulsion of the progressive-led unions from
the C.I.O., there is still no unity and coordination of these
unions.
U)

Failure to achieve this is justified by some who assert that
the public coordination of the activities of the progressive-led
unions would facilitate the attack upon them by presenting
the enemy with a single target. It is better, they say, in the
interests of resisting the attack of the enemy to defend themselves by a sort of guerrilla tactic of separate instead of coordinated struggle. This ostrich-like theory which goes on the
assumption that the enemy will not recognize the political
unity of the progressive-led unions, merely because it is not
formally proclaimed, is simply absurd. Furthermore, it proceeds from an incorrect conception on what the coordination
of these unions should be based. According to this view the
purpose of such coordination is merely "mutual assistance"
against attack. This short-sighted policy fails to see that the
main content of coordination must be the fight for labor
unity, for united labor action. Only to the degree that they
develop this struggle, and win successes, can the unions hope
to defend themselves from the many-sided attack to which
they are now subjected.
The maximum development of the initiative of the progressive-led unions in the fight for united labor action and labor
unity is seriously impaired by the influence of strong Leftsectarian as well as Right-opportunist tendencies. For a long
time there were certain anti-unity tendencies bound up with
the theory of the polarization of the labor movement. According to this theory, the trade union movement was permanently split into two organized centers following the expulsion of the progressive-led unions from the C.I.O. The perspective, according to this viewpoint, was for exposure of the
Right-wing trade union leaders as a result of the class struggle
and the contrast with the militant class-struggle policies of the
progressive unions. In the struggle between the two centers
in the labor movement, it was anticipated that the Left-progressive center would grow and expand by chipping away
from the Right, as the reformists became exposed, until it
would become the dominant factor in the organized labor
movement. From this, it followed in practice, that the main
emphasis of our work had to be among the progressive-led
unions,thus leading to neglect of the wenvhelming bulk of the
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organized workers who are, to be found in the Right-led
unions. Furthermore, the whole fight for unity, for re-uniting
the labor movement, for united action, was thereby undercut
and superseded by the perspective of the ultimate organic
unity of the buk of the workers in a Left trade union center.
~nsteadof unity, this fed the line to organize raids, counterraids and secession movements, directed at the Right-led unions. In practice this could only lead to the further isolation
of the progressive-led unions.
A concrete application of this theory (which is no longer
defended in its general form) is to be found among certain
forces in U.E. It expresses itself in the theory that the fight
for unity in the electrical industry is hopeless. It maintains
that the only way to unite the workers of the major chains
is to bring all I.U.E. locals back into U.E. Every manifestation of desire among I.U.E.workers for joint wage struggle
with U.E. is interpreted as evidence of a desire to return to
I1.E. Instead of basing themselves on these sentiments for unity among I.U.E. workers to develop the struggle for united
action to new heights, these forces propose the organization
of counter-raids which only succeed in enabling the Carey
leadership to re-solidify themselves with masses of workers
who are opposed to returning to U.E. even though they
staunchly favor united action.
Other circles among the progressive-led unions, while not
opposing in principle the fight for united labor action and
labor unity, nevertheless scoff at the possibility of a successful
outcome of such a fight in the present period. They deny that
conditions are maturing which facilitate the successful outcome of the struggle for unity. Basically, this stems from a
disagreement with the estimate of the situation contained in
the Resolution of the National Committee. According to these
circles there is no particularly increased danger to the labor
movement in the period ahead as a result of the Republican
victory. They consider that the Eisenhower administration
will try to avoid major labor struggles, will even make certain concessions to labor, in order-to win its support for the
1954 Congressional elections. They maintain that the attacks
upon labor will be stabilized, so to speak, at about the level
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they were under the Truman admhhtration. They condde~~
therefore, that the .progressive-led unions have survived the
worst that could happen to them. From this, quite naturally,
there follows an underestimation of the strong surge toward
united labor action among the masses in the Right-led unions,
a negative and lackadaisical attitude to the fight for unity, a
conviction that it is not possible in the present period for
united labor action to grow and develop. These strong sectarian and anti-unity tendencies are responsible for the
fact that the progressive-led unions are not fulfilling their historic responsibility of leading and guiding the growing struggles of the mass of workers for united labor action and labor
unity*
The fulfillment by the progressive-led unions of their responsibilities in the fight for united labor action is also endangered by the development of strong and dangerous liq~udationisttendencies. These stem also from disagreement
with, or one-sided distortions of, the estimate of the period
ahead as outlined in the National Committee Resolution. According to this viewpoint, the progressive-led unions cannot
survive in the present period. The G.O.P.victory, the unfolding government-employer attack, and the intensification of
Right-wing raiding, has ushered in a period of mounting reaction and defeat all down the line unrelieved by any perspective for successful counter-struggle against the anti-labor
offensive. In such a situation, according -to these views, the
progressive-led unions will inevitably b;, chopped to pieces.
Therefore, at all costs, they must find a 'hew home* for themselves by entering the Right-led unions either piecemeal, or
en bloc, regardless of any other considerations, including the
consideration that the left leadership of these unions on an
international, district and local level will be removed. And this
panicky, liquidationist course is advocated in the name, no
less, of organic unity.
We completely reject this $olitical estimate of the period
ahead. As already stated, our outlook is f a a two-sided development; on the one hand, the increased attack of reaction
all along the line as a result of its strengthened position in
the elections and, on the other hand, the emergence of new
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possibilities for beating back and defeating this assault. The
progressive-led unions not only can d v e , they actually can
strengthen their position and influence, by a correct and stubborn struggle for united labor pction and labor unity
We, of course, are the advocates and proponents of organic
kbor unity. But we know full well that one of the basic preconditions for organic unity must be acceptance of the prin-ciple that the Left trend has a legitimate place in the labor
movement. Has this principle been fought through and won,
except in a few scattered places? Of course not. Are there conditions favorable for considering that the acceptance of this
phciple is on the order of the day, and, hence, that organic
unity is an immediate issue? Of course not. Hence, while we
advance this important perspective and fight to realize it, we
cannot consider it a realistic immediate question.
t h a t the progressive-led unions must fight for with every
ounce of their strength is unity of action-united labor action
on the wage questions, against speed-up, against anti-labor
legislation, for peace, against McCarthyism. Such united labor action can and must be developed at all levels beginning
with the shop and extending upwards through the local union,
to the district level, on a chain basis, and ultimately between
internationals.
We are far from sogges6ng that the fight for unity must go
through fixed stages. What is obvious is that all factors are
fully inherent in the present situation to guarantee the materialization of widespread united front actions. The precondition for organic unity on a national scale, however, must
s t i l l be fought through, and is not, at the present moment, close
to realization in any of the major unions.
The fight for united labor action and labor unity demands
that the viewpoint of the Left-progressive trend in the labor
movement be brought consistently and regularly to broad
sections of the Right-led union membership and lower leadership. A decisive contribution t i this can be made by extending tha cirmlation of "March of Labor" and building it especially in the major Right-led unions-auto, steel, mining,
railroad, waterfront, machinists, teamsters, while guaranteeing
its permanent basis in the progressive-led unions.
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Negro People's Liberation Mooentent
More clearly than on many other questions, the reactiocharacter of the Eisenhower Administration stands revealed
on the issue of Negro rights. In place of the civil rights d e m gogy associated with the Truman administration, Eisenhower
has elevated the doctrine of states' rights, the battlecry of the
Southern bourbons, to the position of federal policy. In
place of even the sham battle which the Truman Administration conducted with the Dixiecrats, we see a full and open
partnership between the Eisenhower Administration and the
Dixiecrats. It has not even lifted a finger to redeem the pledge
publicly advanced by Eisenhower in his Inaugural ~ d d r e s sto
abolish discrimination in the nation's capital. This does not
mean, however, that the Eisenhower ~ d - d s t r a t i o nwill not
resort to further demagogic promises aimed at holding back
the unfolding militant Negro people's struggle for freedom.
There is a new, high level of consciousness, unity and struggle on the part of the Negro liberation movement both North
and South. The Negro people themselves, with the Negro
workers in the forefront, are the driving force in the struggle
for full civil rights-for jobs, federal as well as state compulsory F.E.P.C., for the right to vote in the South, for Negro
representation, against lynching and police brutality, for solidarity with the African peoples. Together with the growth
of the internal unity and cohesiveness of the Negro people's
liberation movement, the Negro people are strengthening the
alliance with labor, rejecting the counsel of those who advocate a new tactic for the Negm people-to go it alone, in order to escape the blows rained on labor by the Big Business
administration and a McCarthyite Congress.
Developing still further certain tendencies already visible
in past years, the National Association for the Advancement
of Colored People has come to the fore as the most important
and significant mass organization within the Negro people's
liberation movement. It has become the medium for centralizing and coordinating the activities of sixty national organizations in the fight for a compulsory federal, as well as state,
F.E.P.C. It is the N.A.A.C.P. through which the trade unions
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manifest their relationship and alliance with the Negro peaple's movement, as do also the various national groups, particularly the Jewish mass organizations. The leaders of the
N.A.A.C.P. in the South are at the same time the leaders of
the right-to-vote movement. Although 'the national leadership
by and large follows essentially Social-Democratic policies,
there is a growing process of differentiation, not only between
membrship and leadership, but within the leadership itself.
It tends more and more to become the main arena within
which are fought out major struggles over policy and direction for the liberation movement of the Negro people.
The working-class core of the Negro liberation movement
is likewise eGanding in scope and effectiveness. The main
channels through which the Negro workers exert their influence and leadership are the trade unions. The expansion of
Negro caucuses, the mushrooming of anti-discrimination committees, fair practices committees, human rights committees,
conferences, seminars and classes on various aspects of the
struggle for Negro rights-all this is an indication of the
vitality of the working-class core of the Negro liberation movement. Significantly enough, an examination of the comparative figures for the growth of the organized labor movement
in the South and the growth in the number of Negro voters
will show that they have approximately kept pace with each
other. This indicates both the effects of the labor-Negro
people's alliance, as well as the special energizing role played
by the organized Negro workers within the liberation movement.
What are the key issues of struggle at the present moment
in the fight for Negro rights?

1. For fobs, upgrading, and compulsory federal and state
F.E.P.C.
This struggle for compulsory F.E.P.C.has achieved the
broadest support and participation of any of the issues around
which the struggles of the Negro people revolve. It embraces
the mass of Negro workers, all sections of the trade union
movement and the leading mass organizations of the Negro
people. The struggle for state F.E.P.Cm9shas resulted in un46
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precedented mass mobilizations at the various state capitols
in the major states. The fight against discrimination in industry
has scored notable successes in various sections of the country. A particularly outstanding role has been played in this
by the Negro Labor Council, especially in the struggle for
jobs in Sears-Roebuck, American Airlines, and for the adoption by the trade unions of the model anti-discrimination
clause.
Despite certain gains, however, the problem has still to be
tackled seriously on a scale and scope which the enormity
of the problem demands. For it is still a fact that the bulk
of all job classifications in the auto and steel industry are lilywhite. It is still a fact that the barest beginnings have been
made in the struggle against discrimination in hiring, upgrading, seniority and union membership rights in the railroad
industry. The Southern textile industry still remains completely lily-white. Negro women are still conlined largely to
domestic work, and subject to added discrimination where
employed in industry.

2. Organization of the South.

This remains the No. 1 task confronting the labor movement. Just as labor could not take its first major step toward
becoming a decisive factor in the national picture until it succeeded in organizing the mass production industries during the
thirties, so the next major advance by labor depends on its
ability to complete the unresolved task of organizing the
South. Conversely, just as the organization of the mass production industries unleashed a new surge forward of the Negro
liberation movement by introducing into it for the first time
the element of the masses of organized Negro workers, so the
organization of the South will raise the liberation movement
to new heights at its most crucial and decisive point-the
South.
It is at this point that the intertwining of the mutual interests of labor and the Negro people's movement is expressed
in most dramatic form. It is on this question that labor's alliance with the Negro people must meet the supreme test. So
far, organized labor has failed that test. There has been no

serious thought of organizing the South since the fiasco of
Operation Dixie. Nor, we must say self-critically, have the Left-

progressive forces in the labor movement seriously fought for
reconstituting the Southern organizing drive.
Two industries, in particular, stand out as major points of
concentration to guarantee the organization of the Souththe textile industry composed overwhelmingly of white workers and the lumber industry composed in its majority of Negro workers.
While the organization of the unorganized in the South
a n be carried through to completion only by the combined
resources of the entire labor movement, much can be done
by individual organizing drives on the part of specific intemationals. Recently, the Teamsters Union a ~ o u n c e da national
organizing drive to bring its membership up to the two million
mark. Obviously, such an organizing drive seriously pursued
in the South can contribute materially to the over-all results
which must ultimately be achieved. Likewise, although it is
clearly beyond the capacity of the progressive-led internationals to undertake by themselves so massive a task, the Fur
Union has shown what can be done in the present period
through its organization of 5,000 Menhaden fishermen in the
South.
3. night-to-note mwernent in the South.
Significant gains have been registered here in the last decade. In 1940 only 140,000 Negroes cast their ballots in the
South. In 1952, 1,100,000 Negro people voted. When this is
contrasted, however, with the potential Negro vote of 7 million
in the South, the struggle ahead begins to be seen in its full
proprotions. At the present time, the struggle for the right to
vote, while still requiring a continuation of the struggle to
abolish the poll tax, revolves chiefly m n d the right to abolish the *qualifications" for voters which are used at the local
level to deprive the Negro people of their vote, as well as
the struggle for the registration of voters. This in turn involves a fight, in some cases, against the lily-white provisions
in the Constitutions of the Democratic Party and, in other
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cases, a fight against similar provisions in the Co

of various states.
4. Negro reptesentdeon.

As on other fronts, so in the fight for Negro representaticm, big advances have been made;as is reveded in the large
number of Negro candidates projected for office in the last
elections. But these advances are mainly in the scope of the
struggle and not so much in the magnitude of the victories
scored so far. As yet these are limited and should not be
exaggerated. This does not contradict their great significance
as was revealed in the election of Dr. Rufus Clement to the
School Board in Atlanta, Ga., the heart of the South, in a race
whose outcome was largely determined by support given him
by the white voters of Atlanta.
Our main task in this respect still remains to win support
of the white masses in the fight for Negro representation by
overcoming strong white chauvinist influences and prejudices.
At the same time we must overcome certain resistance which
has expressed itself in some progressive circles to Negro r e p
resentation on grounds of "principle," i.e., that the only basis
on which support can be given to Negro candidates or appointments, is the fight for peace. Of course, we are desirous
of guaranteeing, to the degree we can, that the Negro masses
project candidates for elections or appointive offices who are
also fighters for peace, and we must strive energetically to
influence the mass movement in this respect. But we cannot
make our support for representation conditional upon that,
for this would lead to our sectarian isolation from the liberation struggles of the Negro people. At the same time, neither
should we adopt a policy of unconditional, uncritical support
to the fight for Negro representation as though no other political questions were involved. That would be tantamount
to a nationalist position. As we play our vanguard role in
stimulating the general struggle for Negro representation,
and throw our full energy into all specific struggles for representation, we must strive to influence the mass movement
and the selection of candidates by our independent, and when
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necessary, critical position, in order that the shuggle for Nego
representation shall at the same time be a process of advancing
the fight for peace.
The rapid development of the Negro liberation movement
has brought a whole series of ideological questions to the forebont. It would be no exaggeration to assert that there has
been a greater exploration of ideological problems of the Negro people's movement than of any other field of activity in
the recent period. We need only call to mind the contributions
of Comrades Perry, Henderson, Mam, Haywood, Preston and
Foster, as well as the inauguration of the Negro Affairs Discussion Bulletin, to buttress this fact.
It is essential, however, to reiterate, if only succinctly, the
main conclusions we must draw from the discussion of the
struggle against white chauvinism, the struggle against pettybourgeois Negro nationalism as well as certain related questions of combatting sectarian distortions in the struggle against
white chauvinism.
What must be emphasized is the following:
1. The main danger to the successful unfolding of a broad
qnd militant struggle for the rights of the Negro people is the
influence of white chauvinism. This expresses itself openly and
nudely in the mass movement. In our Party, and among the
Lcft, the manifestations of white chauvinism express themselves generally in more concealed and subtle forms. The main
weakness from which our Party suffers is an insufficient alertness to the expressions of white chauvinism within the mass
movement, and a lack of energy and persistence in combatting
such manifestations. The most insidious expression of white
chauvinism is passivity in the struggle for Negro rights. Essentially this represents a capitulation to white chauvinism,
because it reflects a lack of confidence that the masses of white
workers can be won for the struggle for Negro rights when
correctly presented to them as a struggle which is in their
own direct and immediate interests. Hence, the most important form which the struggle against white chauvinism
must take, is the political and ideological mobilization of the
Party for tireless activity in the struggle for Negro rights,
particularly on the main issues-the fight for jobs and F.E.P.C.,
50
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against all forms of discrimination in housing and social life,
the right to vote, Negro representation, the fight against
lynchings, etc. The leadership in the struggle against the
influences of white chauvinism among the masses must be
tiken by our white comrades.
To the degree that the struggle against white chauvinism
has been developed by our Party, its successful unfolding has
been hampered by certain tendencies to distort this struggle
in a Left-sectarian direction. Such distortions are expressed
by tendencies to divorce the struggle against white chauvinism from the mass struggle for Negro rights; to turn this struggle inwards, as though the main expressions of white chauvinism were to be found in the Party; to develop the struggle
against white chauvinism on a purely idealist basis divorced
from the problems of mass work and, hence, revolving chiefly
around the relations between individuals, the usage of certain
terminology, etc. Where correct and necessary efforts were
made to develop the struggle against white chauvinism within
the mass movement, these struggles were jeopardized and, in
some cases, lost because in a sectarian fashion no attention
was paid to the difEerence between methods of inner-Party
struggle and methods of the political struggle within a mass
organization. Tactical considerations flowing from a correct
assessment of the relation of forces were disregarded.
2. Petty-bourgeois Negro nationalism, while not the main
danger, is nevertheless a harmful and divisive influence in the
for Negro rights. As such, it must be consciously
combatted at the same time that the Party combats the main
danger of white chauvinism. It is incorrect to consider that
~etty-bourgeoisNegro nationalism arises exclusively as a reaction to white chauvinism, and that its elimination will follow
automatically once we win the struggle against white chauvinism. Neither is petty-bourgeois Negro nationalism the same as
Negro reformism even though both represent bourgeois ideologies among the Negro people. Negro nationalism endangers
the struggle for Negro rights by separatist resistance to N e p white unity, by a ugo-it-alonenpolicy. Negro reformism, while
not rejecting Negro-white unity, hides from the N e w masses
the class roots and national character of their oppression, and
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the objectively revolutionary character of the emancipation
mwement, thus sowing illusions in the bourgeoisie, cultivating
illusions in gradualism, etc.

The-Attacks Against The Foreign Born
b

The attacks against the foreign born, launched at the close
intensity
of World War 11, have increased with parti&
during the past few years. With the passage of the McCarran
Act (1950) and the Walter-McCarran Act (1952), poli'&state persecutions and harrassment of men, women and children for the sole "crime" of being born outside our shores, has
become an every-day occurrence in the America of today.
Registered and fingerprinted, compelled to keep on their
person a Gestapo-like Registration Card, and to inform the
Department of Justice of every change of address, the foreignborn non-citizen lives today in daily fear of arrest and deportation. Aheady, more than 300 men and women, among them
many national and district leaders of our Party, including
John Williamson, Jack Stachel, Irving Potash, Claudia Jones,
Alex Bittleman, and Betty Gannett, face the threat of deportation.
The Eisenhower Administration has clearly indicated that
it intends to broaden the dragnet and to extend it to the naturalized citizen. In one of his &st statements upon assuming
office, Attorney General Brownell callously announced that
his Department of Justice would move with speed to deport
12,000 non-citizens and initiate 10,000 denaturalization proceedings. This McCarthyite assault on the foreign born, citizen
and non-citizen, is to be carried out through the instrumentality of the 1952 Walter-McCarran Act. This Act, replacing
all former immigration and naturalization measures, contains
the most vicious racist, chauvinist, police-state provisions,
o& country has yet witnessed.
Foreign-born men and women who once came to our
countryVto escape persecution and the poverty of the "old
country," now find that the former asylum from tyranny
has become a land of F.B.I. night-raids, F.B.I. surveillance,
police-state intimidations and inquisitions, long-term incarcera52
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in local jaL or on Ellis Island, and ruthless b&g-np
of families. The threat of deportation for the non-citizen llso
confronts the naturalized citizen today, who, on the basis of
perjured and manufactured testimony from bought-and-paid01-pigeons, can not only lose his citizenship, but wenalso be deported.
-critically we must say that we have seriously underted the scope and character of the deportation mania
as swept our country. What is more, from the beginning,
we did not fully grasp the significance of these attacks. As
a result we did not, on a consistent day-to-day basis, show that
the attacks on the democratic rights of the foreign born were
an inseparable part of the whole reactionary drive to destroy
the democratic processes in our land. For it is an established
fad that when the liberties of the foreign born are endangered, this threatens the liberties of all Americans. Thus, the
foreign-born victims of reactionary thought-control legislation found the struggle in their defense limited to narrow
circles, primarily among progressive national group elements,
and thefight was not brought into the unions, the communities
and people's organizations, with the aim of enlisting broad
support, in the first place the support of native-born Americans. Clearly, a change must be brought about in this situation. Every foreign-born American faced with deportation or
must see
denaturalization, Communist and non-~~mmunis<
a rallying of forces in their defense so that every possible
activity is developed to prevent his or her deportation or
loss of citizenship. In this connection, the American Committee for the Protection of the Foreign Born earns the support
of every progressive in our country, for its tireless work on
behalf of the foreign born has endeared it among tens of
thousands of men and women.

For the Repeal of the Walter-McCarran Act
As is known, the Walter-McCarran Act, which became law
December 24, 1952, has aroused the opposition of broad
public opinion, cutting across every section of the population. The official labor movement, bourgeois-led organha-

tions in the national group field, religious, political and ammunity figures, have all denounced the Act. So vocal has
been this opposition, that the President's Commission on Immigration and Naturalization, which conducted numerous
public hearings at the end of last year, expressed surprise at
this "widespread and rather determined opposition." In many
parts of the country, united front movements in the main
initiated by, and embracing exclusively, Right-led organizations, have sprung up, devoted to the task of bringing changes
in the Act, or securing its complete repeal. These movements
have great potentiality and are of the utmost importance.
While they concentrate primarily on the discriminatory immigration features of the Act, and as yet accept the rigorous
provisions directed against "subversives", against Communists", the struggle tends more and more to become a struggle
aimed at the repeal of the Walter-McCarran Act and for the
adoption of new legislation. This must be borne in mind.
It is hard to understand why the progressive-led organizations-the unions, national groups and other organizations,
including our Party-have not thrown themselves with full
force into this struggle, giving support to the various movements that have arisen, helping them to more vigorously unfold the fight for the repeal of this fascist-like legislation. This
is an important phase of the fight against McCarthyism and
McCarranism, and cannot be relegated to a second-rate position.
i:l
It is our understanding that new legislation is being prepared to be introduced in Congress to replace the WalterMcCarran Act. We should be on the alert for this, and actively
engage in the discussion to support such legislation if it
meets the requirements of the day, to introduce amendments,
and to activate in this process the various broad movements
that now exist.

r

Defense of the Party's Legality
The defense of our Party's legality is not and, must not be
allowed, to become a partisan concern of Communists. The
history of the post-war drive of reaction in the U.S. confirms
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lessons of internitional experience, that the attacks against
the Communist Party have opened the door to attacks on
broader masses and their organizations.
The failure of the enemy to outlaw the Communist Party,
despite its seven-year offeniive, is a tribute to the depth of &e
democratic sentiments of the American people as well as to
the tenacious fight-back by the Communist Party, its membership and leadership. The present moment is characterized
by the preparation of new blows against the Party on the part
of the Eisenhower Administration, through continuation of
Smith Act indictments, vigorous application of the McCarran
Act, and growing tendencies to press for a direct outlawing
of the Party.
At the same time, and as a direct consequence of the changes
maturing on all fronts, we must declare that new possibilities
are emerging for defeating all attempts to bring about the
complete illegalization of the Communist Party.
The realization of these new possibilities is endangered
chiefly by: tendencies to capitulate before the attacks upon
the Party, resulting in the voluntary surrender of legal and
mass positions without a struggle; a fatalist acceptance of the
inevitability of the illegalization of the Party; liquidationist
concepts presenting themselves in the form of proposals for
the creation of a "broader, legal Marxist party." At the same
time, our ability to take full advantage of the new possibilities which are opening to defeat all efforts to completely outlaw the Party, is endangered by methods of struggle which isolate the Party from the masses, through a failure to involve
them in defense of the Party's legality.
The smggles of our Party against the numerous Smith
Act (and Syndicalist) prosecutions during the past two years
is a brilliant chapter in our Party's history in defense of the
democratic liberties of the American people. They will be
recorded in the history of the American people's struggle
against developing fascism as among the most important events
of the past two years. Taken as a whole, theyPsucceeded in
putting a searchlight of exposure upon the fundamental objectives of the government in these trials: to advance its preparations for war by attempting to silence the voice of the van55
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guard fight= for peace-the Communist Party; to pave the way
for fascism by tearing a gaping hole in the Bill of Rights by
outlawing the right of free speech and advocacy, by bringing
about the de fado illegalization of the Communist Party
through a process of repeated arrests, indictments and jailing
of the leadership on a national scale and in all major dfsMcts. In the course of exposing these fundamental aims of
the government, the Party fought valiantly to make a basic
exposition and defense of Marxism-Leninism, of the Party's
fundamental theory, program, policies and daily practice. In
the course of this struggle, certain partial victories were recorded among which we should mention particularly the fight
to retain the right to bail, the dismissals of the indictments
against Gerson and Begun in the New York trial. The Party
and the advanced masses were inspired by the militant conduct in court of spokesmen for the Party-Elizabeth Gurley
Flynn, Pettis Perry, Steve Nelson, Bill Schneiderman, Oleta
O'Connor Yates, George Myers, Ben Carreathers. Despite
harassment and attempted intimidation, despite jail sentences
for *contempt," these spokesmen for the Party turned the prisoner's dock into a forum for the militant denunciation of the
government's
drive to war and fascism.
At the same time, we must take note of certain weaknesses
and shortcomings in the struggle of the Party against the Smith
Act attacks and in certain aspects of the content of the Party's
defense. Most important of all must be singled out the failure
of the Party as a whole, with certain exceptions as in California, to achieve a mass mobilization in support of the defendants during the course of the trials, on a united front
basis. In the content of the Party's courtroom defense there
was manifested, in varying degrees in the different trials, a
failure to place the fight for peace as the central and dominant
issue in the trial: inadequacies and weaknesses in presenting
certain important aspects of Marxist-Leninist theory as they
related to the issues of the Mal; certain tendencies to yield to
legalist pressures, in one or another instance, with respect to
the approach to witnesses, court costs, relationship of lawyers
to defendants, etc. In some instances, there were sectarian
mistakes, expressed in the failure to grasp the need for a
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broader tactical approach to the issues in the trial as a whde
or the content of the &se as it relates to certain mass leaders.
The fight to defend the Party's legality has now entered
into a new phase as a result of the decision of the Subversive
Activities Control Board requiring the Party to register in accord with the police-state McCarran Act What is new in this
phase of the attack? While the Smith Act prosecutions ware
directed chiefly at the leadership of the Party, the M d A ~ a n
decision, if enforced, will be directed at the Party as a
whole. !We the Smith Act arrests, especially in the ssamd
round, showed a tendency to move over to the attack on leaders of non-Party mass orgahtions (Connelly, Sentner, Larsen, Dashbach, Hall, etc.), they were mainly directed against
the Party. The, McCarran Act has broadened out this a&
and is aimed at organizations of the most diverse natureI.W.O., C.R.C., Labor Youth League, etc.
For this reason, the struggle against the application of the
McCarran Act has extremely broad possibilities. This is true,
further, because the McCarran Act attack is especially identified with the McCarthy-McCarran camp, while the Smith Act
LF;
prosecutions were identified in the minds of many with the
,2 f Truman Administration. Hence even supporters of the Tru. man Administration who were passive in the struggle against
Smith Act prosecutions can be enlisted in the struggle against
111
application of the McCarran Act, for an end to the prosecu' tions of the organizations already cited, for the Supreme
Court throwing out the McCarran Act decision against the
,+- :-, Communist Party as unconstitutional.
d :While the struggle for repeal of the Smith Act must continue, as should the fight to prevent further Smith Act arrests,
we must h o w new energy into the fight for amnesty for the
!
victims of the Smith Act. We must say, self-critically, that
this fight has not yet become the property of the Party as a
whole. If despite this, the campaign for amnesty has gathered
considerable broad support in the most diverse circles, we
E17
.. :' must say that the potentialities for advancing the demand for
amnesty as a mass issue have been grossly underestimated. The
fight for amnesty for the victims of the Smith Act has a sigui£icance that goes far beyond the ranks of our Party. Bu) we
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cannot help pausing, at this moment, to remind ourselves what
it would mean to the Party should we succeed in winning amnesty for Gene Dennis, GI& Hall, Ben Davis, John ~illi&son,
Carl Winters, Irving Potash, Jack Stachel, Johnny Gates as
well as those who are presently refugees from the Smith Act
-Henry Winston, Bob Thompson, Gil Green, Fred Fine, James
Jackson, Sid Stein, Bill Norman.
The widening scope of repressive legislation in the United
Stata is creating a category of political prisoners such as this
country has never seen. We must explore the possibilities of
broadening the fight for amnesty to include amnesty for the
victims of all repressive, anti-democratic legislation-including T-H victims, McCarran-Walter victims, victims of Congressional contempt citations, etc. It is beyond doubt that such
an approach could open the door to the trade unions, national group organizations, etc.
All aspects of the Party's fight to defend its legal rights
are integral elements of the over-all struggle to defend the
democratic liberties of the American people. This includes in
a major way the protection of the Party's security, and ability
to function in the present period. This is a political and not
a technical question.
As we all know, because of political harassment, surveillance,
and other violations of democratic rights by the government,
the main sections of our Party's leadership have been compelled to leave their homes and families. They have done so
in order to prevent the illegal, unconstitutional, Gestapo-type
F.B.I. surveillance from interrupting their leadership to the
Party and the masses in the fight for peace, for democratic
rights, and for the defense and advancement of their economic
conditions.
This fact is well known to the enemy. But strangely enough,
it is not too well known by our Party membership and the
advanced non-Party masses who support our struggles. Nor is
this surprising. We have maintained, up to the present, an
official silence about this state of affairs. The question of guaranteeing the ability of the Party to function in the present
period has not been placed publicly, as a mass question of
the defense of bourgeois-democratic liberties in o w country.
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it has been approached in a sectarian way, as an inner problem of "security," surrounded by legalist fears which
the projection of this issue in a r e q y mass
1
? way.
.-.
What are the political pre-conditions for protecting the se+&ty
of our Party, that is, of safeguarding its democratic
84- ,Constitutional rights?
I First of all, we must enlist the masses in the fight against
j' F.B.I. harassment, surveillance, intimidation and stool-pigeon
activity as part and parcel of the fight against the trend toward
a police state and McCarthyism. That this can be done was
, ,demonstrated by the reaction of the Armour local in Chicago
to the F.B.I. request that it become a stool-pigeon agency
b ,in the search for the Smith Act refugees, by the struggle put
up by the Philadelphia U.E.against F.B.I. surveillance of Dave
Davis, by the public support to the struggle against F.B.I.
; harassment of Esther Jackson. Even apart from this, we have
. numerous reports of the voluntary action of neighbors who,
on their own initiative, refuse to cooperate with F.B.I. requests
for the surveillance of one or another Party member and, in. stead, bring knowledge of such attempts to the attention
of Party members in a sympathetic and friendly manner. We
must develop a major political struggle against the fascistinspired effort to develop a widespread stool-pigeon cult in
America, the land where hatred of snoopers, spies, and informers is imbedded deeply in the democratic tradition.
Secondly, we must mobilize the membership of the Communist Party, both ideologically and politically, for this struggle to defend the democratic rights of the Party to function and
protect itself from all attacks. We have an absolutely incredible and fantastic situation in respect to this question today. Because of the Gestapo-like methods of the F.B.I., the
continued exercise of the Party's democratic rights, particularly
the ability of its leadership to function, has made necessary
a major change in the organizational structure and methods
of functioning of the Party and its leadership. But this change,
one of the most profound in the history of the Party, is being
accompanied by less political and ideological mobilization of
the membership than usually goes along with the most routine
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Party campaign. The difaculties experienced in guaranteeing
the most elementary technical requirements for the Party and its leadership to exercise its democratic right to function
in the present period are all evidence of the Party's failure to
mobilize its membership and its non-Party supporters politically for the taslis of the present period. Our difEculties in this
respect are entirely a result of our own weaknesses and not
due to any unwillingness by our members and supporters to
respond, even at the cost of personal inconvenience and sacrifice. Our members and supporters are as devoted and selfsacrificing as in any other country where it became necessary
to protect and defend the democratic right of the Communist
Party to function under any and all conditions.
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111. THE ECONOMIC SITUATION:
PERSPECTIVES AND PROGRAM
The
of a cease-he in Korea has precipitated a
widespread concern over the impact of such a development
upon the country's economy. A nation-wide debate is under
way on the possible relationship of a peace-time economy
to the development of economic crisis and mass unemployment.
he first thing we must point to is that the cease-fir; in
Korea will not result in a peace-time economy in the U.S.
There is in existence a developing war economy, which was
stimulated and accelerated by the outbreak of the war in Korea, but on a scale far beyond the military requirements of
the Korean war. The gigantic armaments appropriatim voted
by Congress will continue to exert their effect on the economy
even after an armistice has been concluded. The factors making for an economic crisis are maturing even now within
the war economy, which obviously will continue into the period
after a Korean cease-fire. For the "boom" factors, brought
into existence by the armaments economy, had begun to
diminish and crisis factors had begun to appear prior to, and
independently of, the Korean armistice. Such an armistice will
undoubtedly accelerate these developments toward a crisis.
But these crisis developments are manifesting themselves and
are maturing on the basis of the continued existence of a war
economy.
Hence, the question is not whether we should return to a
peace-time economy and confront the danger of an economic
crisis as a result. Rather, as the Communist Party has emphasized from the beginning, an arms economy cannot prevent
the outbreak of economic crisis under capitalism even though
it may succeed in somewhat retarding its development.
That crisis factors are maturing within the economy is so
widely recognized that no extended analysis or argumentation
is necessary at this point to establish the fact. In the main,
these crisis factors manifest themselves most acutely in agri-
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culture where there has been, and is continuing, a precipitous
decline in farm prices with a resulting impoverishment of the
great mass of poor and middle farmers. In foreign trade,
where the export of military equipment under the guise of
"foreign aid" has been unable to offset the decline in commercial exports, a decline has t a k h place as a result not only
of the operation of normal capitalist laws, but intensified by
the politically-inspired embargo on trade with the Soviet
Union and the People's Democracies, which has cut American
capitalism off from a vast market for export, and resulted
in the break-up of a single world market and the creation of
two parallel world markets. A state of over-production is
existing in a whole series of industries which are clogged
up by gigantic inventories, with certain of these industries
already put on the Sick'' list. Private capital investments
have tapered off as a result of the virtual completion of the
post-war process of expansion and renewal of fixed capital.
The precarious structure of the still remaining internal mass
market is characterized by a gigantic expansion of d c i a l
purchasing power through consumer credit and installment
buying. What does require further analysis however, are
the specific features which characterize the present developing economic situation as compared, for example, with the
late twenties.
Among the masses, there is a widespread recognition that
only the arms economy has so far prevented an outbreak of
the economic crisis. This is highly significant, for it implies
a growing recognition by the masses that capitalism can
provide jobs only through war and preparations for war. Although we must be careful not to exaggerate the depth of
such conscious understanding, it does represent a beginning
toward an anti-capitalist outlook among the masses. At the
same time, this consciousness is distorted by tendencies to
ascribe responsibility for the crisis not to the capitalist system
itself but to the Republican Party which will be in power
when the crisis breaks, and which has been traditionally
associated by the masses as the party of depression since
the Hoover days.
In what direction are the masses looking for an answer
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to the threat of a crisis? To increasing and expanding the
arms economy in order to offset the economic decline, as
their Social-Democratic labor leaders-Reuther, Meany, Dubinsky and others-are demanding? No, they seek a program
geared to the goal of jobs provided in a peace-time economy.
Although most workers fear that cutting off arms production
would cause mass unemployment, they are anxious to find a
way to avoid the Hobson's choice of war or crisis. Increasingly
thev are searching for a different alternative-jobs and peace.
Various sections of the labor movement have come forward
in a major way with programs which reflect and give expression to this growing pressure of the masses. There is, for example, the "anti-depression" program adopted by the A. F. of
L. Executive Council at its Feb. 1953 meeting. Although
this program is geared to continued full support of the war
program and though basically unsound, its insistence on the
fight for higher wages as a cardinal point of an anti-depression program provides a very important immediate starting
point for united struggle. This is true despite an approach
which tends to tie wage increases to productivity. Likewise,
Walter Reuther, President of the C.I.O., expressed labor's
desire for jobs and security in a peace-time economy and to
reject any philosophy that preaches labor's passive acceptance of the perspective of crisis and unemployment as the
price for peace and a peace-time economy. This is weakened
by the illusion cultivated by Reuther that such a program
can emerge from cooperation of labor with industry and
government, instead of struggle by labor and its allies
against the war and crisis program of Big Business
and its government. Conferences are definitely needed to
work out a program to meet the threat of crisis. But in the
first place they should be conferences of labor, the Nego
people, the poor and middle farmers and small business.
And the programs mapped out at such conferences should
be carried into life by struggle against the program which
it is already clear Big Business and its government have
qdopted to make the masses pay the cost of the approaching
crisis.

Mafn Ekments I n a People's Program
A people's program to combat the approaching crisis is one
which is fully in accord with the national interest and is not
the product kf a narrow special or class interest. The main
elements of such a program are the following:
1. l w e a s e the purchasing power of the people1
In the first place, this calls for a militant struggle by labor
for higher wages. This struggle has already been joined and is
being waged by all sections of the trade union movement.
Already, steel and maritime have concluded their struggles.
The unions in electrical and packing are in the midst of the
battle. This fall the coal miners as well as other sections of
the working class will move into the fight.
In all cases the labor movement confronts an employing
class which has adopted a tough policy of resisting wage increases, and where they are compelled to grant wage raises,
do so on a scale far below amounts of increases previously
granted, as witness the 8%cents increase in steel compared
to previous increases of 1% cents.
What are the elements of a correct wage policy in the
present situation?
a ) Labor must fight for direct and substantial cash wage
increases without being sidetracked by escalator arrangements, or the tactic of substituting "fringe" demands for
money increases.
While workers are certainly attracted by the demand for
a guaranteed annual wage, they correctly refuse to accept it as
a substitute for the fight for wage increases today, or as a
diversion from that fight.
b) Wage increases must be geared to the objective of raising the wage level of the vast mass of workers who are in the
unskilled and lowest paid categories. The policy of wage
settlements which widen the differential between skilled and
unskilled is a policy which results in weakening the unity'
of workers in the wage fight. It is deliberately encouraged
by the labor bureaucracy in order to buy off a narrow stratum
of workers as the social support of labor reformism. In fighting this policy we are not the partisans of a false equalitarian64
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ism which refuses to recognize the validity of wage Werentials based on skill. Nor must we allow our fight against this
practice to be interpreted as pitting the unskilled against
the skilled.
C) The fight against speed-up is a vital part of a sound
wage policy. Therefore, we are opposed to hinging wages to
productivity. In relation to the various wage practices which
do establish such a relationship, we must, while developing
our principled fight, at the same time take into account the
practical situation and develop the necessary partial demands,
e.g., in case of escalator contracts raise the productivity factor
many times what it is now; or, in the case of bonus and incentive plans, develop the necessary program for protecting the
interests of the workers as has been done by a number of
locals in steel in Youngstown around a six point program.
d ) The fight for a shorter work-week with no reduction
in pay. The concrete application of this principle will vary
from industry to industry but it will obviously grow in importance as the threat of unemployment mounts. Especially
in those unions in which the demand for a guaranteed annual
wage has been adopted, this demand should be put forward
as the first practical step toward accomplishing that general
aim.
e) Abolition of the North-South differential, of the differential between Negro and white; between male and female.
f ) Inclusion of the model anti-discrimination clause in all
union contracts to bar discrimination against Negro workers
in hiring, upgrading, seniority.
Together with such a fight to increase the purchasing power
of the workers in industry, labor must join with the mass of
poor and middle farmers in support of a program to protect
their economic interests. This would include lOOd parity
payments carried out to benefit the mass of farmers; no foreclosures on farms of small and middle farmers for any reason;
government credit to small tenants and sharecroppers for
purchase of land and equipment; government aid to farm
cooperatives of small and middle farmers; extension of all
forms of social security to the mass of farmers and agricultural
wczrkers.

65

A most important factor in increasing the purchasing
of the people is the fight for a correct tax policy, a people's
tax policy. We must develop the sharpest struggle against
the policy of the Social-Democrats who undermine the whole
struggle to reduce the burden of taxation on the people by
their servile support to the proposition that taxes cannot be
reduced because of "defense needs." A people's tax policy
includes a fight to reduce the war budget by cutting armaments. We oppose any position that taxes cannot be cut
until the budget is balanced. We are for immediate drastic
cuts in tax rates on the people regardless of what happens
to the budget. In particular, we fight for a revision of the
whole tax structure to reduce the burden of taxation on low
and middle income groups, and to raise the amount of taxes
which the corporations and wealthy individuals must pay.
We oppose any manner, shape or form of federal, state, or
local sales taxes.
Finally, expansion of the purchasing power of the masses
calls for a vast increase in the amount and scope of social
security payments-unemployment insurance, old age benefits, etc.
2. Promote peace to expand world trade.
The cold war policy of embargoing trade with the Soviet
Union and the People's Democracies was designed to increase
the economic dependence of the western capitalist countries
on American imperialism, and to strangle the economies of
the Socialist world. While it partially succeeded in the first
aim, we now witness increasing violation of this embargo
by the countries of western Europe and Latin America. Trade
agreements between these countries w i t . the Soviet Union
and the people*^ Democracies is increasing despite the most
strenuous efforts by Wall Street to prevent their consummation by threats of withdrawal of ewnomic aid. As to the
second objective, this has failed miserably thanks chiefly
to the role of the Soviet Union and the new socialist cooperation and market relations that have been reciprocally established between it and the people*^ Democracies.
The result of this cold war policy has been to break up,
as Stalin pointed out, the single world market. In its place
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there have now come into existence two parallel wwld markets
-one dominated by American imperialism which is shrinking
and confronted by insoluble contradictions; and the other,
a socialist market which is flourishing and expanding, based
on cooperative socialist relations between its member nations.
The drastic decline in American foreign trade has been
caused, among other things, by this boycott of trade with the
Soviet Union and the People's Democracies. This decline
has taken place principally because of the loss of a market
for peace-time commercial exports, a loss which has not been
and cannot be, short of war, made up by the export of military
items. The loss of jobs to American workers because of this
policy has already been considerable and will increase as
the crisis factors in American economy grow.
It is therefore of the most direct and immediate interest to
the workers in all industries to fight for an end to this cold
war policy of boycotting trade with the Soviet Union. The development of a flourishing and expanding trade between the
United States and the Socialist world would help restore jobs
to hundreds of thousands of American workers. The magnitude of this trade, as well as the amount of employment it
would provide for American workers producing the comrnodities exported in the course of such trade, depends exclusively
on terms which the American capitalists are prepared to set
for the development of such commercial transactions.
The trade unions can and must play a central role in such
a fight to restore normal trade between our country and
the Socialist world. There is hardly a major industry whose
workers do not stand to benefit from such trade in the
maintenance and expansion of the number of jobs. Hence,
the fight around this question must become a major item in
the program of the trade unions to combat the approaching
crisis. In each industry, the trade unions should explore the
concrete possibilities of such trade, what it would mean in
the number of jobs which would be provided in contrast
to the disappearance of the present market, and the decline
in employment. These facts should be brought to the attention
of the workers in a mass way, with all forms of appropriate
action taken, directed at both the company and government
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to compel a reversal of present policies.
The jobs temporarily cxeated by the war economy will inevitably begin to decline. The fight for jobs more and more
revolves, in a way which is fully visible to the workers, around
the issue of putting an end to the cold war, of restoring normal trade relations with the Soviet Union and the People's
Democracies. Jobs in a peace-time economy. in a world at
peace-this is the aim which the trade unions must set
for themselves.
3. For a Program of Public Worb on Peoce-The Proiects.
The country has dire need of a vast public works program to
build housing, schools, roads, hydroelectric stations, hospitals,
etc. The millions that are now squandered in armaments
orders must be turned to constructive purposes along the lines
indicated, with the government assuming full responsibility
for providing jobs which private industry is incapable of
providing. Labor cannot wait until unemployment begins to
take on mass proportions before addressing itself to this task.
It must begin now to fight for Congressional appropriations
for such projects so that they can be set into operation implediately as the need arises.
4. For Compulsory Federal F.E.P.C.
As unemployment begins to mount, the Negro workers will
be the first to suffer unless the labor movement fights even
more effectively than it has up to the present for the enactment and enforcement of such legislation. The white workers
particularly must take the lead in this as a matter of the
most direct and immediate self-interest, for, involved in
this struggle, is the nub of working class unity in the United
States.

Our Party's Special Responsibilities
The Communist Party has a number of special ideological
and political responsibilities to carry out in the course of its
participation in the mass struggle to combat the economic
crisis. Only the Communist Party, from the standpoint of its
Marxist-Leninist theory, can give the mass of workers a basic
explanation of the cause of economic crises, of their inevi-
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tability under the capitalist system, and combat the illusions
spread by Social-Democracy about the liquidation of c y & d
crises through "progressive capitalism," or a "managed econe
my." In doing so, we must develop greater sldll than we have
sometimes &splayed in the past when two tendencies were
discernible.
One tendency was to present our theoretical explanation for
the inevitability of crises under capitalism in such a way that
the possibility of mobilizing the masses for struggle against
the approaching crisis was practically eliminated by the cultivation of an attitude of hopeless fatalism: "Crises are inevitable, nothing can be done to stop them, only Socialism is the
answer." A second tendency was to present our program of
struggle against impending crisis in such a way as to emphasize the possibility of shielding the workers from the
- worst ravages of the crisis to the point of creating illusions,
along Keynesian lines, that cyclical crises could be prevented
under capitalism.
Both tendencies are observable today in Merent phases
of our work, and both must be combatted. They both have
their origin in a one-sided approach to the question of economic crises. One sees only the workings of inexorable economic
laws, which make cyclical crises inevitable so long as capitalism exists, without taking into account the struggle of the
. masses in the course of which victories can be won which
can shield the workers from the worst ravages of the crisis.
The other sees only the political struggle of the masses, the
efFect of the intervention of this mass struggle on the economic
, situation, without taking into account the limitations imposed
I upon such struggle, no matter what its level, so long & the
, framework of capitalist property relations continues to exist.
We must develop a thorough exposure of Keynesism which
the economic theory of monopoly capital, fully accepted by
ocial-Democracy and all varieties of liberals. The common
lement which unites all Keynesians is their acceptance
f arms production as the prime means of government
ntervention in the economy to stave off economic crises. This
the substanoe behind all talk of a "managed economy" and
rogressive capitalism." What variations there are in the
,:r - 8 9
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Keynesian school relate chiefly to the stress that is put on the
question of public works, maintenance of mass purchasing
power through higher wages, etc., as a supplement to the
arms program now that it is beginning to level off. While developing our ideological struggle against all variants of Keynesism, we must direct our sharpest fire against those which
oppose any government measures to increase purchasing
power. In the course of our ideological struggle against Keynesism, we must work for united and parallel action with all
forces which really fight to increase the purchasing power
of the masses.
Such an ideological struggle against Keynesism is indispensable for putting an end to a situation where the idea of
socialism as an ultimate solution to the problems of the
workers has been completely abandoned and replaced by the
concept of a "progressive capitalism." In appropriate forms,
and with due regard to the political situation and the relation
of forces in the labor movement, we must find the way to
inject our agitation for socialism in the trade union movement.
Our Party, following this conference must undertake a
thorough analysis of the concrete government program for
"averting a recession," which is based on its Keynesian outlook, including its class character and economic and political
consequences. This is a necessary aspect of further elaborating
our policy and tactics in the defense of the economic interests
of the working people.
Finally, we must note, very self-critically, that we have
practically abandoned any serious effort to popularize in a
mass way the tremendous economic, social and cultural advances of the Soviet Union. The fact is that as the capitalist
world hovers on the brink of a new economic crisis, the Soviet
Union, whose socialist property relations preclude forever
the possibility of economic &isis, is occupied with the grandiose task of moving forward into the transition from Socialism to the higher stage of Communism. The material of the
19th Congress of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union
provides a wealth of factual data portraying the gigantic
strides which have been made and are being made in advancing the material well-being of the masses in the Soviet
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Union, The bourgeoisie strives desperately to hide these facts
from the people of our country. Our task is to organize the
popularization of these achievements as a most important
element in the political education of the masses and a vital
part of our struggle for friendship and peaceful co-existence
b e e n the U.S. and the U.S.S.R.

IV. POLITICAL ACTION:
THE MUNICIPAL AND 1954
CONGRESSIONAL ELECTIONS
The National Committee Resolution on the Results of the
Presidential Elections formulated a tactical line for the Party
in the electoral struggle for the whole immediate period
ahead. This tactical line bases itself on the undisputed fact
that the main sections of the popular movement-labor, the
Negro people, the poor fanners-have not broken from the
Democratic Party, and that there is no immediate perspective that they will do so. Hence, the central task consists in
Muencing this mass popular base of the Democratic Party,
to fully develop its independent political action and organization under conditions in which it is not prepared to form a
new party, in which it is striving to advance the electoral
struggle for its interests primarily within the framework of
the Democratic -Party and, in a few cases, within the Republican Party. The National Committee asserts that this tactic
is the key to bringing about a new political realignment in
the country on the basis of which labor and its allies will ultimately be able to accomplish their historic task-the formation of a new party of the people.
There have been two tendencies in relation to this tactical
line. The first has been to interpret it as meaning simply that
"everybody should go into the Democratic Party." But this is
a gross distortion of the National Committee Resolution. For
what the Resolution calls for is a line of action directed towards influencing the policies, and building the independent political organization and activity of the social base of
the Democratic Party, that is, of labor and its allies. These
are two quite different matters. The second tendency has been
to propagate the tactical line of the Party in its general form
without seriously tackling the problems of its concrete implementation in one or another state, city, union, or mass
organization. The result in both cases has been passivity
in the electoral field and a failure to plunge boldy and
actively into the multitude of municipal election campaigns
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t have already taken place, are still scheduled to be held,
say nothing of the failure to give serious political attention
preparations for the 1954 Congressional elections.
How must the tactical line of the Party be implemented?
1. By the widest development of a united front struggle
on all key policy questions -&thin the trade unions, the main
organizations of the Negro people, the mass organizations of
. the farmers, and the main national group organizations. Only
to the degree that these key organizations of the labor move', ment and its allies are won for correct policies in the fight for
peace, the struggle against developing fascism and the fight
against the approaching crisis, can we assure a correct content
to the independent political activity of labor and its allies.
2. By helping mobilize these main organizations of the
people in struggle around specific issues flowing from the
program of the democratic coalition which we aim to help
build. These non-electoral mass struggles on issues are the
pre-condition for effective political action and electoral
activity.
3. By participating in the existing independent political
organizations and arms of labor and the Negro people (P.A.C.,
L.L.P.E., etc. ), helping to build them where they do not exist,
and facilitating the emergence of broader agencies for independent political action comparable to the old Washington
Commonwealth Federation or to the existing Democratic
Leagues in the South.
4. By helping influence the establishment of such relationships between the organized arms of labor's independent political action and the Democratic Party as will best contribute
to the ability of labor and its allies to influence the Democratic
Party from within as well as from without.

a.

I?

1

Relation of Labor to the Democratic Party
What relationships exist today between labor and the
Democratic Party? It is an indication of our relative isolation
from the main stream of the labor movement that we can
answer this question only fragrnentarily and in generalities.
But a detailed knowledge of this relationship is essential in
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every locality for a fruitful implementation of the line of
the Party. For we must guard against blueprinting labor's
course and attempting to impose "ideal" plans of action which
do not take into account the situation as it has developed
concretely in each locality or area.
What are the main patterns which are presently operative?
In some places, labor shares in the coalition leadership of
the Democratic Party together with other forces on a statewide, county-wide, or Congressional district basis. This is
true, for example, in Michigan, Minnesota and West Virginia,
and in various county or Congressional district organizations
such as Washington County, Pa., or Rockford, Ill. In these
places, labor operates directly within the Democratic Party,
plays a decisive role in its leadership, controls a considerable
section of the Democratic Party machinery at the precinct,
district, county and state levels. As a result, labor has a most
direct and decisive influence on issues, program, candidates,
platform and election campaigns. However, in these areas,
this is being done at the expense of surrendering the independent organization of labor's political action and election
machinery beyond the maintenance of a top policy committee.
In these situations, trade unionists active in political work
operate simply as Democrats with a minimum or no effort
at all to bring labor's independent position and role to the
attention either of the trade union membership or the public
at large.
In other places, especially where the Democratic machine
is strong and entrenched, labor, while having certain minor
positions of influence within the Democratic Party, has in
the main not followed the course of "moving into the Democratic Party." I t operates mainly outside of the structure of
the Democratic Party, attempting to influence the policies,
candidates, programs and campaigns of the Democratic Party
from the outside. It does not in these areas play a decisive
role on any of those matters. But the very method of its
activity in relation to the Democratic Party compels it to
develop a relatively high degree of independent organization
of its own political action machinery and independent presentation of labor's position to its members and the public
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at large. Such a relationship prevails in Illinois, Ohio and
a whole host of other states and cities. Here labor is compelled
to rely exclusively on P.A.C., L.L.P.E., Central Trades Councils and C.I.O. Councils. Despite this, here also, the Democratic Party is the main electoral vehicle for the trade unions,
Negro people, poor and middle farmers. The difference is
that labor and its allies do not decide basic questions but
rather bring up support to candidates and programs after
the main decisions have been made by other forces in the
Democratic Party.
In each of these areas, the implementation of the tactical
line of the National Committee depends on a concrete examination of the actual relationship of forces. But whatever
the variations in application may be, the essence of our tactical
line is to influence the course of events by strengthening the
independent organization and activity of labor and its allies
within the context of the existing or developing relationship
with the Democratic Party.
What are the prospects for a quick and successful imple- mentation of the tactical line of the Party? Very favorable, as
a matter of fact, in spite of our differences with the main sections of the labor movement on the ultimate perspectives of
political action.
Within the labor movement we are confronted with various
long-term perspectives:
Some forces are opposed on principle to the formation of a
y pew people's party at any time. Some forces oppose the perLaq.spective of a new party and orient instead on "capturing"
the Democratic Party in order to transform it into a "people's
i
party." Some do not exclude the possibility that labor may
t r fail in this objective and be compelled to build a new party
in the future but' modelled along the anti-communist lines
of the British Labor Party. Despite our ditferences with all
these forces on ultimate perspectives in relation to labor's
political action, the basis exists at present for a united tactical
approach in the struggle to advance labor's independent political organization and activity and to achieve a realignment
of forces in the country. This, therefore, is the link which if
firmly grasped can lead to a new political situation-a new
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coalition between labor and its allies with certain bourgeois
liberal forces which will not be a replica of the New Deal but
a new alliance based on labor playing a new and more advanced political role-an independent political role even before a new party emerges.
This is not to say that differences on perspectives will not
influence the approach to and solution of many problems connected with the expansion of labor's independent role and
activity at the present moment, even within the framework
of a united approach to labor's immediate objectives. Such
differences will undoubtedly arise in the course of united
md parallel activity, giving rise to new tactical problems
whose solution will demand the greatest flexibility and skill
on our part.
At the present, however, what must be emphasized is the
possibility of broad sections of labor moving in the direction
taken by the U.A.W. Resolution on Political Action. The tactical line of this resolution might well be adopted by other
unions as an immediate program for expanding the independent political role of labor in the 1954 Congressional elections.
The application of the Party's tactical line calls for special
study in the South. For here certain relationships exist which
are not duplicated in other parts of the country. For example,
despite the high Eisenhower vote in the South, monopoly
capital has .no intention of establishing the two-party system
there. In the South, the preferred party of monopoly capital
is the Democratic Party which follows a policy of coalition
on national tickets and issues with the Republican Party.
While the Democratic Party in the South rests on a social
base composed in the main of labor, the Negro people and the
poor farmers, the relationship of this social base to the Democratic Party is not the same as in the North. Nowhere in the
South does labor play a comparable role in the Democratic
Party to that in the North. With the exception of victories
which are won in the fight for the right to vote, the Negro
people en masse are excluded from the Democratic Party
even as a base of voting support due to the denial of suffrage.
To a lesser extent, this is also true of masses of poor white
farmers.
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Nevertheless, the trend is for struggle by labor, the Negro
people and the rural poor to move into political action through
the Democratic Party precisely because, in effect, a one-party
system prevails in the South. Hence, the task of influencing the
mass base of the Democratic Party in the South, takes on the
form of building and e*ending the right to vote movement,
the struggle against Dixiecrat control of the Democratic Party,
in coalition with broader forces such as the Maverick group
in Texas, the exertion of mass pressure on elected Southern
officials, the expansion of such organizations as P.A.C.,
L.L.P.E., N.A.A.C.P., Voters Leagues, ~emocraticLeagues,
etc.

Role of P.P. in Advancing a New Redignment

pi

r

It is within the framework of this main approach to achieving a political realignment in the country that the role of the
Progressive Party must be assessed. For the P.P. nationally,
and its two strongest sectors-the A.L.P. in New York and
the I.P.P. in California-has an important role to play in
facilitating that realignment. I t will strengthen itself end
influence the course of events to the degree that it plays this
role successfully and skillfully.
Let us first of all be clear as to what P.P. is and what it is not.
The P.P. fs primarily a united front peace party supported
by the advanced sectors of the labor and Negro people's
movement. Both in 1948 and in 1952, its national tickets were
the only channels through which the advanced peace forms
of the country found expression, as against the war programs
and national tickets of the two major parties. Hence, despite
many weaknesses, the P.P. has played and can continue to
play a very important role in the fight for peace in the electoral and legislative arena.,
The P.P. is not the third party, the mass peopleasparty which
is historically inevitable in the U.S.Such a party, formed as
it must be by decisive sectors of the organized labor movement, the Negro people and poor farmers, will crystallize on
a scale, in a form and under a leadership that is yet to be
determined. But it will obviously not be the result of the
TI
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growth in influence and strength of P.P. to the point where
it ultimately becomes this people's party.
The role of P.P. must be assessed within these limits of
what it is and what it is not. For obviously, its fight for
peace cannot, if it is to be effective and meaningful, be waged
in abstract fashion without regard to the actual form which
the process of political realignment is assuming. Equally,
the political realignment which is now taking place will be
decided primarily by the maturing of the mass fight for peace,
and the reflection of that fight in the electoral and-legislative
arena.
It follows from this that P.P.'s fight for peace cannot be
waged successfully if it confines itself to mobilizing support
for its own candidiates on a rigid "go it alone'' basis. A most
important aspect of its struggle for peace consists in iduencing the labor and people's movement to fight for peace even
within the framework of their continuing adherence to the
Democratic Party. This it can do by following a broad uiited
front and coalition policy with these masses in the fight to
defeat the worst war mongers and open fascists and t o elect
candidates committed to the principle of peaceful negotiations and the struggle against McCarthyism.
Likewise, although the Progressive Party is not the vehicle
through which the break-away from the two-party system will
ultimately be channeled, it can and must play an important role
in accelerating and politically influencing the process of political realignment by its activity in stimulating the independent
political action, initiative and organization of labor and the
Negro people. This it can do by a broad united front and
coalition approach in all election struggles which advance
labor's political independence and further Negro representation.
Of particular importance is the role the Progressive Party
can play in initiating and stimulating various forms of united
action around legislative issues nationally, on a state scalq
and in the various municipalities. Through advancing a people's legislative program; by organizing support for particular
legislation, or by generating movements to compel the inhoduction and enactment of legislation of special ccncern to
78

7-

.i
'

!I

;F-*yAgmi+>xm3m -q**?:*

-9

the workers, the ~ e ~ people,
r d
and the poor farmers; by
participation in various legislative hearings, etc., the P.P. can
contribute in a fundamental way toward advancing the
independent political action of labor and the interests of the
people as a whole.
Does this mean that P.P. or for example, the A.L.P. in N.Y.,
hould play the role only of a political action center like the
old P.C.A., and abandon its function as a political party? Of
course not.
It is obvious that in the present situation, the struggle of
labor and the Negro people for a political realignment will
not be effective enough to guarantee that in all the key electoral contests slates of candidates worthy of support will
emerge. Nor is it precluded, in view of the support to the
war program by the top leaders of labor, that slates of candidates which are in effect determined by labor can be s u p
ported by the advanced peace forces. In such situations, unless
there is an alternative, the masses will be confronted with
the choice of two equally reactionary war mongers as the
candidates of the major parties in the elections. If a broader
united front coalition opposed to the two major candidates
cannot be formed, then it is clearly incumbent on P.P. to
parantee that the masses have a means of registering their
votes for peace, democracy, and protection from the approaching crisis by entering its own candidates. Clearly, in view
of its strength and resources, the Progressive Party will be able
to do this only in a relatively few electoral contests. But it
must be in a position which will make it possible for it to do
so should it so decide.
It is our opinion that only to the degree that P.P. and A.L.P.
follow such a united front and coalition policy, and move away
from their previous rigid third party strategy, will they be
able to strengthen themselves in the period ahead and to
exert their maximum influence on the course of events.

Influencing the Outcome of the Municipal Elections
The tactical line advanced in the National Committee's
Resolution is the basis for our policy in the municipal elec-
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tions which are still to be held in many important cities. We
will not speak in detail of those which have already been held
because, with few exceptions, our Party played little or no
role in them.
We must give serious thought to explaining why it is that
year after year these municipal elections come and go and our
Party plays a minor role in influencing the outcome of events.
We do not speak here of the responsibility for this which may
be attributed to a narrow third party approach to municipal
elections which since 1948 has fn most cases reduced our
activity to that of pure propaganda work from the sidelines,
so to speak. There is an even more basic explanation. The fact
is that our Party is not a year-round factor in municipal polltics, with but few exceptions. Despite the fact that here and
there ideal programs and platforms may exist on paper on
the main municipal issues, they are not the basis for serious
and sustained year-round united front and coalition municipal
4
activity.
This fact is merely another indication that our fight for
peace is a very abstract one. For the war drive of American
imperialism, the war economy, the war-time budget of the
federal government has had a crippling effect on the cities
of our country. The attack of the monopolists on the living
standards of the people is carried out in a major way through
their municipal policies in relation to the school system, transit
facilities and rates, health and sanitary facilities, tax policies,
fire protection, street repair, sewerage and garbage disposal,
etc. The McCarthyite offensive finds its reflection in the purging of schools and other branches of municipal civil service.
The big racket of war which has its headquarters in Washington helps feed to monstrous proportions crime and wrruption
in the cities, bolstering reaction through alliance with big
party machines and gangsterism in the unions. Our party,'
by and large, is inexcusably isolated from the year-round fight
on these issues.
That is why we play such a negligible role in municipal
election campaigns. For these municipal elections are the
periodic culmination of the struggle on these issues.
Our isolation from the municipal election campaigns and the
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struggle on municipal issues also reflects our isolation from
the mainstream of the labor movement. For it is a fact that
the trade unions in the key cities of the country manifest
great activity in relation to municipal issues and municipal
election campaigns. In particular, certain unions are especially
sensitive to the municipal struggle because of the impact of
city finances on budgetary allotments, wages, etc. The labor
movement as a whole is sensitive to the effect of elections
on certain key offices which determine whether pro-labor or
anti-labor forces will capture city hall, the police force, or
the councilmanic chambers. Finally, labor is alert to the fad
that it is on a municipal level that the most significant advances
can be made in the election of trade unionists to important
offices. The fact is that in a whole series of municipal eltions this year and in past years, labor has succeeded in
electing its candidates to the top executive and legislative
posts in various cities. We need not belabor the traditions
of New York municipal elections in this respect. In the recent
period, we have witnessed the election of the president of
the C.I.O. Shipbuilders as Mayor of Hoboken; the election
of a labor bloc to the city council in Lorain, Ohio; the elee
tion of the president of the Typographical Union as Mayor
of Rockford, Illinois, and the president of the Newspaper
Guild as City Clerk in the same city. If the full facts were
known these experiences undoubtedly have been duplicated
in a host of other cities.
Let US therefore resolutely put an end to this neglect of
a most vital part of our political struggle and electoral work.
There must not be a single municipal campaign in any major
city in this country in which our Party does not intervene in
time, and in such a broad coalition fashion as to help influence
the outcome of events.

The Outlook for the Congre&d
-

L-

Elections

The period ahead is one in which the 1054 Congressional
elections will increasingly dominate the political scene. These
Congressional elections are crucial in the fight to put an end
to the cold war, to defend American democracy and to pro-
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tea the living standards of the people. All forces and aurents
in political life are already extremely active in preparation
for these elections. For it must be emnhasized that while the
day on which ballots will be cast is sheduled for November
of 1054, the election struggle which will determine the outcome of that vote is already under way.
What are the issues in this Congressional campaign?
a ) The central overriding issue is the fight for peace,
specifically the fight for a negotiated settlement of differences
between the United States and the Soviet Union.
b ) The struggle against McCarthyism-McCarranism in all
its manifestations-repressive legislation, anti-labor legislation, congressional witch-hunting, etc.
c ) The fight against the threatening economic crisis; for
an economic program to protect and advance the economic
welfare and social security of the people and halt the. government's give-away, take-away program.
d ) Defense of the civil rights of the Negro people, in particular enactment of a compulsory federal F.E.P.C., anti-lynching legislation and repeal of the poll tax.
What objectives should labor and its allies set for itself
in the 1954 elections?
1) To bring the fight for peace into the halls of Congress
by defeating the most rabid warmongers and opponents of
peaceful negotiations, and by electing a strong bloc of active
fighters for peace and proponents of peaceful negotiations.
2) To elect an anti-McCarthy Congress by defeating every
McCarthyite-McCarranite candidate, especially singling out
for defeat those who are incumbents, and by electing a powerful bloc of conscious ,and determined fighten against McCarthyism.
3) To increase the number of trade unionists in Congress;
to increase the representation of the Negro people in Congress.
The preparations for the 1954 elections require that the
following be done:
1) The development of a planned and consistent struggle
from day to day on the major issues involved in the Congressional elections.
2) The development of a vigorous and militant struggle in
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support of a people's legislative program which reacts to
every issue in Congress and aisplays political initiative in
projecting labor and people's issues to the fore.
3) Special attention to organizing the maximum pressure
during the coming session of Congress on Congressmen from
labor areas and areas of strong Negro concentration.
It must not be assumed that the development of such mass
struggle will automatically reflect itself in electoral victories.
Side by side with them, there must go a policy of direct intervention by labor and its allies in all important primary and
inner-party contests in order to influence in time the selection of candidates, the formulation of program and platform
and the lines of the actual election campaign. The possibility
of facilitating this will be enhanced if the proposals adopted
by the 1I.A.W. convention are fought for and carried out in
life by the entire labor movement. These proposals call for
conferences on a state scale of labor, farm and other liberal
forces "for the purpose of evaluating the political situation
in the state and mapping plans for state and Congressional
elections." Local unions "are urged to immediately contact
local labor, farm and other liberal organizations to establish
local committees for the purpose of promoting joint political
action." Locals are urged to "develop independenct political
action machinery in every Congressional district in which
U.A.W-C.I.O. has membership" with special emphasis "put
on ward, precinct, block and neighborhood organizations
where our members can and should participate in the formulation of the program and selection of liberal candidates of
ability and integrity." Local union officers, shop stewards,
individual members and union representatives are called
on "to study and familiarize themselves with state and local
legislative issues, to discuss them at their union meetings, in
the shop, in the home and among their fellow citizens in every
community."
At the same time that we project a policy which calls for
active intervention by labor and its allies in every Congressional contest, we must select a certain number of key Congressional districts for special concentration. These contests
must be ones in which the outcome has national signi&ance
85

.

ROLE OF THE PARTY AND PROBLEMS
OF PARTY ORGANIZATION

The new possibilities which are beginning to manifest themselves will come to nought, and may even be turned into
their opposite, if the Party fails to grasp the decisiveness of its
role in the present period. That is why we place centrally
the need for our Party to bring about such a regrouping
'
of its forces as will enable it, while protecting itself against
1
present and future blows, to take full advantage of the new
possibilities which are emerging to transform the political
situation in the country.
Our ability to do this obviously depends upon our having
a correct estimate of the political situation in the country and
of the status of the Party. Such estimates cannot remain
static for this period. We are called upon constantly to reexamine them in the light of changing developments and to
make whatever adjustments are necessary in a timely fashion.
That is why we single out as the chief characteristic of the
present moment the following: the political changes now maturing in the fight for peace and against the advance of fascism give rise to the possibility of rapidly overcoming the
pronounced isolation of the Party and of quickly establishing
a new relationship between the Party and the masses.
This new possibility does not arise in consequence of any
. changed orientation of the monopolists, the government, or
their Social-Democratic agents. Nothing has changed in that
respect. They are still working with might and main to isolate
the Party politically from the masses in order to facilitate
' their objective of driving the Party completely into illegality.
Basically, the new possibility which we emphasize has its
roots in the impact upon the masses of the new political situation now developing. Up to the present, a large section of the
masses and certain important political and trade union forces
defined their relationship to the Communist Party in terms of
their expectation that a war against the Soviet Union was inevitable. Now that this expectation is beginning to disappear,
and as the war atmosphere in the country is beginning to be
dissipated, these old attitudes are beginning to dissolve. New
85

attitudes and relationships will come to the fore based on a
growing conviction that there need not be an anti-Soviet war,
that American-Soviet difFerences can be negotiated peacefully, that the peaceful co-existence of capitalism and socialism is possible.
The decisiveness of the Party's role in the present period
must be seen, therefore, from two points of view:
1. Unless the Party intervenes to help shape the m u s e
of events, the maturing new political situation may be cancelled out and prevented from materializing as a result of new
maneuvers on the part of the ruling class and its SocialDemocratic agents.
2. The objective situation, and the changing political temper of the masses, creates the possibility for the Party to intervene in a more decisive fashion than was possible in the
past period because a new relationship can be established
today between the Party and the masses.
Social-Democracy is well aware of this. Here, for example,
is how Gus Tyler, Dubinsky's specialist in 6 e struggle against
Communism, forsees the trend of events:
"Within the American community itself, we may expect a
resurgence of Communist influence. In the United States
Communist prestige has always risen in periods of SovietAmerican friendship.
"In short, for the left-of-center forces in America, 1953 and
the months to follow CAN BE another Popular Front-World
War I1 era:
(ADA World, April, 1955.)
For the Social Democrats, of course, that would be a catastrophe. But the American people will make progress only in
proportion as the policy of Social-Democracy experiences one
catastrophe after another.

...

. . ."

The Party's Vanguard Role Under New Conditions
If our Party is to respond boldly and energetically to the
situation which is newly developing we must put an end to
certain tendencies which deny that the Party can play its
proper role under present conditions of repression and semilegality. These tendencies take on the following main forms:
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The first, and most dangerous, is that which does not theorize itself, but simply expresses itself in practice through capitulation to the attack of -the enemy. As-a result, the party has
voluntarily abandoned a whole series of possibilities for its
mntinued normal functioning. Party offices have been closed
down in a whole number of districts. In most places where
the Pam/ continues to appear publicly, those charged with this
responsibility are assigned the purely formal function of
"keeping the flag flying.' No struggle is organized to get the
Party on the air, to place Party ads in the newspapers, to compel halls to be rented for Party mass meetings, to fight for the
right of Party representatives to speak at hearings in city
council proceedings, state legislative bodies and Congressional committees, to distribute Party leaflets, literature and the
Marxist press. This failure to bring the advanced position
of the Party to the masses is the most dangerous form of liquidationism which bases itself on a defeatist perspective of
the inevitability of the illegalization of the Party.
The second is that which sees a contradiction between measures for the protection of the Party's security and the Party's
ability to give leadership to mass work. According to this
view, it is impossible for the Party leadership to give effective,
concrete guidance to mass work while simultaneously taking
the necessary measures to protect the ability of the Party's
leading bodies and key organizations to function, This view
defends a policy of having the bulk of the Party leadership
operate "normally," with "business as usual," thus subjecting themselves to political repression, virtually at the will of
the political police. This viewpoint is a complete negation
of the teachings of Marxism-Leninism on the role of the
Party and its ability to function under all conditions. In the
name of guaranteeing leadership to mass work, it would result in a situation where the Party's effective leadership of its
m s s work could be undermined for a long time to wme be-use its leading corps would be beheaded by the enemy.
As against this legalist tendency, we must continue to insist
upon our present policy of combining effective and concrete
leadership to our mass work at the same time that all measures to protect the security of the Party organization nnd its

leadership are continued and perfected.
The third is that which takes a light-minded and frivolous
attitude to the protection of the Party organization and its
leading cadre. This viewpoint sees in the present drive of
the ruling class to behead the Party leadership and destroy
its organization only the "normal" harassment to which the
ruling class has always subjected our Party. Essentially it is
based on a fundamental disagreement with our Party's estimate of the menace of fascism and an underestimation of the
enemy's drive to outlaw the Party.
Finally, there is a viewpoint which maintains that "the
place heretofore occupied in the open, legal political arena
of the United States by the Communist Party is "virtually vacant" and that, hence, steps must be taken to fill the vacuum
by organizing a new Marxist Party on a united front federated
basis out of the various Marxist and socialist-oriented trends
and groups in the country. There are at least three things
wrong with this viewpoint. First, it is not true that this is the
situation at present. The Communist Party continues, despite
all repression, to play a public role and can play an even
greater public role if there is a serious struggle against capitulatory trends and tendencies. This is particularly true in view
of the new possibilities which are beginning to develop for
defeating current attacks against the Party and for preventing
the complete illegalization of the Party. Second, while it is not
excluded that in the fight for legality the Communist Party
may under certain conditions support the idea of forming
a new Marxist Party capable of enjoying full legal rights, it
could do so only under conditions of political upsurge, on the
crest of a rising movement, in which it would be possible to
guarantee legality for such a party, on the basis of its open
and unequivocal proclamation of its Marxist-Leninist principles. hlanifestly such possibilities do not exist at the present moment. And lastly, it is impossible to conceive of replacing the Communist Party by a new party, which would
unite various Marxist and Socialist-minded groups, unless the
basis for such unification were an unquaued acceptance of
basic Marxist-Leninist principles which it is clear these groups
outside of the Communist Party are not prepared to do. Es88
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proposcu u one that would result in the liquidsommunist Party.
As against these viewpoints, our Party must set its course
steadfastly in the direction of mounting struggle to defend
and win back its legal rights, to enhance its public role, to
guarantee the dissemination of advanced views among the
masses, and to continue giving concrete leadership to the
struggles of the masses, at the same time that it takes all
necessary measures to protect itself from attacks.

Center Attention on Deckrive Tasks
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While a recognition of the new possibilities is basic to
making any progress, this alone will not s&w. Coupled with
it must be a determined and sustained struggle to regroup the
forces of the Party so that it can exert its :Taximum-influence
at the decisive points of struggle. This involves:
1. Shifting the base of the Party into bask indtcsty.
In the forefront of our problems here is the organization
of the shop workers already in the Party into shop clubs, with
political attention to these shop clubs the central concern
of the Party leadership in every district. We must put an end
to a situation where hundreds -of Party members i n immrtant
shops and industries function in community clubs, with the
f u r knowledge of the leadership, which makes no serious
effort to reassign them to existing shop clubs or to organize
them into new shop clubs. In some cases this is just%ed by
a theory that shop clubs should be composed only of the actives in the shop or industry, while the shop workers who are
"passive" in union or shop affairs should belong to community
clubs. When we dig into the meaning of such a differentiation
we fmd that it corresponds to an approach to the work of the
Party in shops which is essentially that of a "fraction" nature, preoccupied with top maneuvers and the influencing
of local executive boards and committees of the union. The
passive" Party member at the bench or on the line who
does "nothing more" than have discussions with his shop
mate on the fight for peace, the struggle against the McCarran Act, etc., thus creating broad support for the policies
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which the unlon actives" advocate on the floor of the load,'"
apparently makes no contribution! Let us put an end to this
elite theory.
The prime objective of every shop club must be to infiuen
tbe mass of non-Party workers in a given department, shift or
building, and not to be a fraction-type of mechanism for high
level dealings with union leadership. This means that the
role of every shop club must be clearly established in relation to the mass of workers among whom it operates. But
this requires the Party leadership to be as familiar with
the problems and relation of forces in a given deparbnent,
shift or building as it is with the state of affairs in a local
union executive board. This is far from the case today.
Small wonder, then, that shop clubs tend to wither on the
vinq that shop workers fail to be impressed with the importance of belonging to shop clubs and functioning in them.
For in reality these shop clubs have no function, as presently
constituted.
How can it be pretended that the shop club is the basic form
of Party organization when, time after time, the most crucial
struggles take place without the Party leadership working
through the shop clubs. Anyone familiar with the basic principles of Party organization would assume that the Party auto
workers inDetroit were in the thick of the gigantic struggles
that have rocked that auto city. But the fad is that these
struggles, for the most part, erupted and ran their course without the Party's membership in auto playing any organized
role through the shop clubs. Or, take the case of the Harvester
strike in Chicago. It is a fact that the Illinois district leadership did not meet with the Harvester shop clubs during the
course of this bitter and protracted strike.
If we are to succeed in establishing the organized base of
the Party in the shops, then the organized attention of the
Party leadership at all levels must be directed to solving the
problem of the role of the shop clubs and the content of their
work.
Of course, we cannot be satisfied with the organization of
the shop workers already in the Party into shop clubs based
on their existing places of employment. Our main aim is to
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root our Party organization in the shops in basic industry so
, as to conform to our concentration policy. A concentration
policy which is based on the mass production industries and
the Right-led unions but which does not have the instrumentality of Party organization in those industries and their key
shops is a highly abstract concentration policy. To put flesh
and bone on our concentration policy we must undertake to
shift the base of our Party membership into key shops and
indiutries,
. ,*,
2 ) Organizing the magp distribution of the Marxist prea
is a central task of the present period.
Failure to circulate the Marxist press is one of the most
insidious forms of liquidation of the role of the Marxist vanguard in the present period. Under the conditions of today, the
press plays an extraordinary role in b ~ g i n gMarxist understanding and insight to the masses, for there are no more
periodic meetings at which the current position of the Marxists
on new developments is brought to the masses, at which the
lessons of the main struggles are popularized in regular
fashion, at which Marxist cadres, as a result, receive important
elements in their political training. Despite this new and key
importance of the press, it is a fact, that the circulation of
The Worker and Daily Worker is declining to a new low level
and that decisive sections of the Party and advanced forces
movements are not
in the unions and the Negro
getting the press today.
Hence we are called upon to develop a serious approach
to this auestion from top to bottom. In addition to mobilithe entire pa& for this task, we must undertake
zation
to set up a separate apparatus of considerable proportions
to handle literature and press. To show that we really mean
business, we should make, and carry out in life, a decision
that 10 percent of our cadre must be assigned to this purpose.
i'
With such an apparatus we must make a fight for the open
mass sale of the press and mass pamphlets at plant gates and
'
. other points of concentration. We must guarantee that every
'
shop worker, every Party member in a Right-led organization
gets his paper every day. Our literature must likewise be
restored to its vital functions both in mass agitation and pro91

I

!

m

%

paganda, and for Party education.
Failure to solve this problem would lead to giving up m
practice the ability to present the Marxist position openly and
publicly to the masses.
3. w e .emustdevelop a basic and long range policy of cadre

development.
This problem has long been with us. It is aggravated today
by the casualties we have suffered as a result of the attack
08 the government. When we put together our past failure
to solve certain burning problems of cadre development with
our present problem of replacing in the quickest possible
time what we have lost in our national cadre pool because of
Smfth Act arrests, deportations, practical cessation of recruitment and growing age level of our key forces, we are in effect declaring that we are approaching a veritable crisis in
the field of our cadres.
On what must we center our attention in order to grapple
with this question successfully? A correct approach to the
quality of our cadre, a correct approach to en&g the present
separation of inner-Party cadre from mass work.
Party leadvship is too often seen in a very narrow sense,
as an inner organization problem, and not in terms of leadership of masses. Sometimes the staunchest and most selfsacrificing among our Party cadre are most divorced from
mass work. Such forces act as an obstacle to carrying through
the mass line of the Party and are often an inner source of s e e
trianism in the Party. On the other hand, the trade union and
mass forces of the Party, who are not involved in Party committees, and whose activity is almost exclusively divorced
from the inner life of the Party, absorb very weakly the basic
principles of Party policy and represent a source of develop
ment of opportunist tendencies in the Party. We must put an
end to this dichotomy. Our inner-Party cadre must become
leaders of mass work, and our mass workers must be drawn
more fully into the formulation of Party policy. Next to the
first and basic criterion for Party leadership-integrity and
Party ideology-we must establish sensitivity to mass problems, mass movements and mass policies.
We must undertake to remold our Party cadre as part of
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as. of directing our Party's work to the .masses. This
would involve a ce&
policy of refreshing our cadre, including those who originally came h m mass struggles and who
had mass ties in the past but who have lost them; for we
must fight tenaciously to retain them as leading cadre of the
Party and not cast them off because they are victims of a
wrong cadre policy by the Party. Many of them should be
assigned to work in shops to regain the spirit and outlook for
mass struggles which they originally brought into the Party
leadership.
Likewise, we must find the ways and means of drawing
workers from shops and industries into Party leadership. It
is true that the enemy has imposed certain obstacles
the
way of realizing this as a result of Taft-Hartley firings and
harassment of workers who are Communists, etc. But, it is
also true, that we were not diligent enough in elaborating
ways of surmounting these difficulties. Our comrades in the
shops can add immeasurably to our thinking on what is happening among the masses and thus, in formulating our policies and tactics. Furthermore, their participation in our deliberations is a most important form of training these comrades to become full-fledged leaders of the ~ & t yin every
sense. Of course, it will not be easy to do this, particularly in
view of present security problems, but we have solved even
more M c u l t problems once we directed our serious attention
to them, and we can do the same with this. We must guarantee that all Party leaders are connected up with shop
branches and shop organizations in order to round out a twosided process of fusing our leadership into a single type of
mass Party leaders.
The training of our cadre must be an integral part of our
system of work and must not be viewed as a task exclusiveTy
for cadre training schools. We must not permit a single major
struggle to pass whose lessons we do not draw and give to
the whole Party. The press, particularly P o l c t ~ lAfairs, is
beginning to do this in a serious fashion. The articles by
Swift, Kendricks, Hastings, Mann and others are recognized
everywhere as a major contribution to the development of the
line of the Party. It would seem advisable to supplement
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Political Afairg by publishing an Org-Bulletin which would
undertake to discuss the lessons and experiences of the Party
in a continuous and sustained fashion. Already a much larger
corps of our Party cadre is attempting to explore and think
through big ideological, political and tactical problems. We
must create new facilities for bringing the important thinking
of these comrades to the whole Party. We must also further
stimulate and organize the systematic self-study of MarxistLeninist theory, giving particular emphasis to the HLPtoy of
the Communist Par?( of the United States, written by the
Chairman of our Party, Comrade Foster. This book presents
the theory of Marxism-Leninism on the basis of the history,
experience, and problems of the U.S. working class, and thus
is an indispensable source for study of the concrete application of Marxism-Leninism to the American scene.
Despite serious losses, our Party has weathered the severe
storms of the past two years. We have full confidence that our
Marxist-Leninist theory and our correct policies will enable
us to acquit ourselves with honor in the fulfillment of our historic responsibilities to the American working, class and
people.

,
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OF THE UNITED STATES
By WILLIAM I FOSTER
"How have the American Communists used their
theories and Marxist-Leninist teachhigs to promote
the advance of the American working class to leadership in the nation? What policies and programs of
action have they produced and applied to build the
alliance of the working class with the Negro people,
the working farmers and city middle classes? How is
the Party being built, how does it function, what is
its role in the daily struggles of the masses, what is the
content of its inner Me? How does the Party fight opportunism and bourgeois influences in its midst?
"Foster's book gives the answers. Prepare to learn,
study and popularize the History of the Communist
Party of the United States and its great lessons for
today and tomorrow."
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our people during the latter half of the past century. . . .
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of the Party to steer its course between the two rocks
of perdition, the Scylla of Right opportunism and the
Charybdis of Leftist sectarianism. Mastery of this
method can be achieved only as the Party, battling
to break out of its isolation, goes forward to carry
through its main vanguard task of the day.''
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